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UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 
FOR POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

WASHINGTON 

June 21, i960 



OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
Dear Allen: 

Many thanks for letting me read the file 
on the Crahb case, which I return herewith. 

I found it most interesting reading, with 
some interesting parallels for debate to the one 
we have recently witnessed here. 

Sincerely, 

/ • 

Livingston T. Merchant 


Enclosure: 

Stated. 


The Honorable 

Allen W. Dulles, Director, 

Central Intelligence Agency. 
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Mr. Dulles: 

You were inquiring \dietlier or not the British actually published 
the text of its note to the Soviet Union in which it apologized for the 
Crabb incident. We have not been able to locate a specific text put 
out by the British Foreign Office, but it does appear from the 
following newspaper material that they did, in fact, release the 
text of their note. 

The first texts of the two notes published in the press were 
in the London Times of 12 May. Ihe London Times published the text 
^oth the U.8.S.R. and British notes but attributed them to Keuters 
pickup of the Tass announcement. However, on 13 May, the New York 
Times, in publishing the text of the British note, prefaced it with 
the following statement. ’’The Foreign Office today published the text 
of the following note sent to the U.S.S.R. apologizing for the Crabb 
frogman incident." In addition, the New Yoik Herald Tribune of I3 
May in an AP dispatch stated, "A British Foreign Office spokesman today 
said that the U.S.S.R. had violated diplomatic useige by publishing the 
text of the Bidtlsh note to the U.S.S.R. in the Crabb case. Admlttl%^ 
officially that the apology had been made, he said,nevertheless, it I3 
customary for a country to publish only the texts of its own notes." 


’liic 

9 June i960 
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AUhough the CoMimittcc was or^y concerned 
with London, I consider the principle of a 
40 m.p.h. speed limit tA bo equally applicable 
to the rest of the coimtry. I am, therefore, 
consulting the local^Cuthority associations and 
other intcrcstedybbdies. 

As regards^commendation 14, which refers 
ito the spec^al speed limits for vehicles, I note 
that the Oommitlee recognises there aix many 
considerations other than those of tramc now 
Whl§h hJy? ta th# hprhg in rn.ind: .1 will, 
over, take^hcLjCommittcc’s views into 
in considering this diffi c uTTpraWem . 

Recommendations 16-22 (Geiyral 

I accept that a maximum speed limit on all 
roads is not required. I do not propose to 
copy the American system of a/ima facie speed 
limits, but I will give further consideration to 
the possibility of adopting the idea of “ zonal 
speed limits. do not iptend, a*t least for the 
present, to adopt different speed limits for 
different traffic lanes ^oh the same road. 

I strongly endorse the view expressed^ in 
recommendation / 20 regarding the physical 
separation of pedestrians from the traffic, and 
will bear this Jfw mind in regard to the current 
road prograi^me. 

I subscribe to the view expressed in recom- 
mendation XI that roads specially built for 
through tramc should not be allowed subse- 
quently to D^iipme built-up. Developrnent of 
land is, howev^r>-iUllj£Ct to the provisions of 
the Town and CounlryTiftflm Acts. I have 
power to direct local plannihg authorities to 
refuse permission for development adjacent to 
trunk roads, but I can only Igive advice in 
respect of county roads if called upon to do 
so. I propose to draw the attention ^ of my 
right hon. TFriend the Ministc/ of Housing and 
Local Government to this r^ommendation. 

I also accept the reemmendations, that 
further studies should by made with regard 
to lane discipline, the use of traffic lights for 
the control of speed, thy approaches to pedes- 
trian crossings and thy accuracy of speedo- 
' meters. 


1226 


experiment with one way working in 
Lime Grove and Pennard Road n the 
next few weeks. My right hon. rriend 
will ask the London and Home Ckiuntics 
Traffic Advisory Committee to c0:isid^. 


A. 1, X T — 

in the light that cxireriment. whether 
any restne^MS on waiting are desirable. 



I have noted the Co] 
to the production of 


nm it tec’s views in regard 
high-powered cars. 


Viscount Hinchnigbrookc : Now that 
my right hon. FricAd has assured himself 
that there would ba no material adverse 
criticism of the inerrase in speed as such, 
will he raise the speeiFhmit of commercial 
vehicles from 20 to 30 nj.p.h.? 

Thai is a different 


Mr. Watkinson : 
question. 

One-Way Working, 

Lime Grove — ^Pennard Road 

56. Mr. Tomney asy^d the Minister of 
Transport and Civil /Aviation when he 
expects to be able tor make a decision in 
regard to a unilateral parking system in 
Lime Grove, ShephOTds Bush, W.12. 

Mr. Molson; The Commissioner of 
Police tells me that; he proposes to try an 

32 K 32 


COMMANDER CRABB 
(PRESUMED DEATH) 

The Prime Minister (Sir Anthony 
Eden); With your permission. Mi. 
Speaker, and that of the Hous% I will 
make a statement on the subject raised 
by Question No. 9. 

It would not be in the public; nterest 
to disclose the circumstances id which 
Commander Crabb is presumed to have 
met his death. 

While it is the practice for Ministers 
to accept responsibility I think it neces- 
sary, in the special circumstances of this 
case, to make it clear that what svas done 
was done without the authority or the 
knowledge of Her Majesty’s Mmisters 
Appropriate disciplinary steps are being 
taken. 

Mr. Dugdale : Is the Prime Minister 
aware that that is one of the most extra- 
ordinary statements made by a Prime 
Minister in the House of Commons ami 
that, whatever he may say to the contrary, 
it is a complete evasion of Ministerial 
responsibility? May I ask hirt one or 
two questions? Whether he will answer 
them or not appears doubtful. First, why 
was Commander Crabb diving in the 
close vicinity of the Soviet cruiser whicli 
was here on a friendly visit? S*;condly. 
why, and under whose authority, was a 
police officer sent to the hotel at which 
Commander Crabb was staying, and why 
did he order the leaves to be torn from 
the register showing the names both c>f 
Commander Crabb and of the tnan with 
whom he stayed? Further, what was the 
name of that other man and why did the 
police officer threaten the hotel keeper 
with action under the Official Secrets Act 
if he did not allow that to be done? 

The Prime Minister : I thought it right 
to make the statement which I ffi've made, 
to the House, and I have nothihg to add 
to it. 

Mr. Gaitskcll: Is the Prime Minlst;* 
aware that a great deal of icfformatioii 
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Oral Answers 


MAY 1956 


Ora] Answers 


shortly after the Transport (Disposal of 
Road Hatdage Property) Bill becomes 
law. ' 

Mr. DaviesSyWill the Minister ask the 
Road Haulage\pisposal Board to in- 
clude in its final\udit a statement as to 
the_ number of vehicles out of service for 
maintenance or re^ir at the time the 
audit is made? The Minister, as the Par- 
• liamentary Secretary ^1 know, has in- 
timated that 7§ per cent, is the figure. 
We understand that it is fhr greater than 
that. ” 

Mr. Molson ; I believe it i^he inten- 
tion of the Board to do that, Bpt I will 
certainly ask it to do so. 

Differential Speed Limit, Lond^ 
Traffic Area 

55. Mr. Partridge asked the Minis\ 
of Transport and Civil Aviation whethef, 
he is now able to make a statement about 
the recently published Report of the 
London and Home Counties Traffic Ad- 
visory Committee on the 30 miles-per- 
hour speed limit in the London traffic 
area. 

Mr. Watkinson : Yes, Sir. I have de- 
cided to accept the main recommenda^ 
tions of the Committee. I propose to 
introduce a new differential speed limit 
of 40 m.p.h. on suitable lengths of ^ad 
in the London traffic area as soon/fs the 
views of the local authorities partfcularly 
concerned have been received and 
considered. 

My right hon. Friend theySecretary of 
State for Scotland also pM^ses to dis- 
cuss with the local authoimy associations 
and .otiicr bodies in/Scotland those 
matters of general application raised in 
the Report. 

■ 1 fuller statement in 

T. 

lay I ask my right 
an he expects to put 
il spe^ limit Into 
ler ask whether this 
an experiment before 
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low soon will depend 
es to get the views 
ities, and of course 
irry them with me. 
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started in London, where I am the traffic 
authority. I regard it largely as an ex- 
periment to see whether this differential/ 
speed limit on the edge of large tows 
will help the flow of traffic? 

Mr. Isaacs : Does it mean that on4oads 
where there is now a speed limit of 30 
miles an hour traffic will be ableAo tr.tvcl 
at 40 miles an hour, or does itymean that 
unrestricted roads will have ^peed limit 
imposed on them of 40 mil^s an hour? 

Mr. Watkinson: The Hmit can move 
either way. The experiment will be 
carried out. which wjH mean that some 
roads with a prese^ limit of 30 miles 
an hour will have yflie limit increased to 
40 miles an ho^ and on some roads 
which are unr^ricted the limit will be 
40 miles an Mur. But the principle is 
that round me periphery of big towns 
we shall tr/ to get a better flow of traffic 
by havin^a two-stage limit. 

Foll<ming is the statement : 

.opousions on the detailed recommenda- 
01 the Committee: 

,, ^inmendations 1-8 (Built-up area speed 
I agree that the 30 m.p;h. speed limit 
In built-up areas is fundamentally sound and 
should be retained. On balance I consider it 
should rdtnain in force for 24 hours a day. I 
also agreeNdiat in future on trunk and classified 
roads the vmit should not automatically be 
extended by\he provision of new street lighting 
and a Clausa to effect this is already in the 
JRoad Traffic ^ill. 

Provisions ar\ also in the Bill which would 
permit the use off repeater signs where there 
are no street lan\ps, as recommended by the 
Committee. As reVards improving the lighting 
of speed limit sigrts, the revised traffic sign 
Regulations, circulated in draft for comment 
last year, would go way towards meeting 
this recommendation, out I propose to pursue 
the matter further wiih the responsible local 
authorities. 

Recommendations 9-h (Differential speed 
limit). I accept the arguments, supported by 
the majority of the Committee, for a new 
speed limit of 40 m.p.h. onXsuitable lengths of 
main road, which, 1 believe, will contribute 
both to road safety and to theXbetter observance 
of speed limits generally. A am proceeding, 
therelore, to seek the vlesw of the local 
authorities in whose areas lie the lengths pro- 
posed for 40 m.p.h, speed linutsNin Appendices 
2 and 3. > 

I hope all local authorities in\he London 
traffic area will collaborate with iSc in intro- 
ducing at the earliest possible momWit a well 
considered and consistent pattern of Ih^se speed 
limits. No legislation is required. I shall keep 
th^e lengths closely under review and, when 
sufficient experience has been gained, I propose 
to ask the views of the Departmental Road 


general ficheme it wHl cA A ^^^Panmeniai Road 

gciicidi {AracniCg 11 wni O© Safety Committee on the rcisults 

M^proved For Release 2003/02/27 : CIA-RDP8dB0l676R000900070003- 


1 - 1-7 Commat 

has already been 
iibout this matter 
on r?tlection. in 
Mpccniation which 
iiinte m the absei 
frofii the Governr 
fcts: will in 

riplit hon. Friend 
th:i" r really woul 
general interest, if 
gt^xn? 

I fit* Prime Mini 
r^ght hon. Gentler 
the fiHest conside 
I can :?lso assure hi 
issues which are ti 
Prime Minister hi 
this all reflection 
the m'ormation at i 
it my fluty, as I 1 
House the Answer i 
I nmsr tdl the Hoi 
the Answer I have 

Mr. I^^aifskell: I 

aware that that a 
satislac^tory? Is h( 
while ail of us W( 
public security, t 
incvhaoJy arise that 
a sr< frment on th; 
much in the interest 
to hide 1 very grav 
occurred 

hr Prime Minist 
the country must dr 
from what I have sail 
They w iIl.”]_of cc 
what [ have declinec 
any ri r] f hon. Gentle 
that I have weighed 
tions : and they weij 
Ansutr I have given, 
as right hon. Gen 
expcrir'ncc, know — th 
sions wijch only a 
take md I am convii 
carefni i ejection, that 
taken ams the right a 

Mr. Caitskell : Are 
it thai in the absence i 
mem trom the Primi 
the light of what he 1 
the pi hlic drawing the 
officers M ere engaged, ^ 
MaiVsry’'j Forces was 
business of espionage < 
visit? 

” K 33 



^en 1224 

[ am the traffic 
■gcly as an ex- 
this differential/ 
of large towij 
:? 

n that on/roads 
cd lin^ of 30 
e ablc/to travel 
es it/nean that 
e yspeed limit 
lies an hour? 

fmi't can move 
imcnt will be 
!can that some 
it of 30 miles 
li't increased to 
m some roads 
j limit will be 
he principle is 
of big towns 
• flow of traffic 
it. 

mt : 

:d recommcnda- 

It-iip area speed 
i.p.h. speed limit 
Ually sound and 
nee I consider it 
hours a day. I 
ink and classified 
lutomatically be 
;w street lighting, 
s already in the 

Jill which would 
:gns where there 
limendcd by the 
ying the lighting 
ised traffic sign 
ift for comment 
towards meeting 
opose to pursue 
esponsible local 

ilTcrcntial speed 
ts, supported by 
tee, for a new 
itablc lengths of 
will contribute 
)ctter observance 
^am proceeding, 
of the local 
the lengths pro- 
ts^n Appendices 

in Yhe London 
ith me in intro- 
momW a well 
n of tm^se speed 
;;d. I shall keep 
view and, when 
;ained, I propose 
artmcntal Road 
Its. 


pproved For Release 2003/02/27 : CIA-RDP80B01676R000900070003-5 
mr Commander Crabb 9 MAY 1956 (Presumed Dcaik) 


has already been published in the Press 
about this matter? Does he not think, 
on reflection, in view of the amount of 
speculation which undoubtedly will con* 
tinue in the absence of any information 
from the Government— [An Hon. Mem- 
L increase.”] — and, as my 

right hon. Friend has said, will increase, 
that It rplly would be wiser, and In 
general Interest, jf a full explanation were 
given? 

• Minister : I can assure the 

right hon. Genticmsin that I have given 
the fullest consideration to this patter. 
I can also assure him that there are certain 


(Presumed Death) 1 221 

The Prime Minister s The right hon. 
uentlcman, if I may say so with respect, 
IS perfectly entitled to put any wording 
he likes upon what I have said My 
words stand as they were, without any 
gloss that anyone could put on thim. 

Mr. Shinwell : The right hon. Gentle- 
man has tald i;iu Heufe tliut ha 
proposes to take disciplinary ketion 
Those were his words. Will he be good’ 
enough to say against whom he is taking 
disciplinary action, and for what reason 
ne IS taking this disciplinary action” 

The Prime Minister ; No, Sir. What I 


1 can diso assure nim that there are certain . »nme Mmistcr ; No, Sir. What I 
issues which are the responsibility of the . Y® ®y statement was thai dis- 

Pnme Minister himself. Having given ®‘P*>nary steps are being taken. That 
this all reflection and having given all 


*1. • T Having given ail 

the information at our disposal, I thought 
It my duty, as I have said, to give the 
House the Answer that I have given ; and 
I must tell the House that I cannot vary 
the Answer I have given. 

Mr. Gaifskeil : Is the Prime Minister 
aware that that answer is totally un- 
satisfactory? Is he further aware that 
while all of us would wish to protect 
public security, the suspicion must 
inevitably arise that bis refusal to make 
a statement on this subject is not so 
much in the interest of public security as 
to hide a very grave blunder which has 
occurred. 

The Prime Minister: The House and 
the country must draw their conclusions 
from what I have said— [Hon. Members : 
They will.”]— of course, and also from 
what I have declined to say. Naturally, 
any right hon. Gentleman will understand’ 
that I have weighed all these considera- 
tions; and they weighed heavily in the 
Answer I have given. But I repeat— and 
as right hon. Gentlemen, with their 
experience, know— there are some deci- 
sions which only a Prime Minister can 
take and I am convinced, after the most 
careful reflection, that the decision I have 
taken was the right and the only one. 

. 5 Are we really to take 

It that in the absence of any further state- 
ment from the Prime Minister, and in 
the light of what he has just said about 
the public drawing their own conclusions, 
officers were engaged, or an officer of Her 
Majesty’s Forces was engaged, on the 
business of espionage during the Russian 
visit? 

M K S3 


Mr, Shinwell : Would the right hon 
enough to enlighten 
hon. Members on this matter? Ahainst 
whom IS he taking disciplinary ^eps? 
Js It against an individual, or individuals, 

Crabb. Against whom is the action 
being taken and for what reason is he 
taking action? Is it because they defied 
authority, or is it because they acted with- 
Her Majesty’s Ministers? 
What is the reason for the action? 

fiP™,® •• I have nothing to 

add to the Answer I have given. 

Mr. Dugdale : In view of the Govern- 
ment s most unsatisfactory Answer, I beg 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House under Standing Order No. <' to 
call attention to a definite mattei of 
urgent public importance, namely the 
failure of Her Majesty’s Governmem to 
give a satisfactory explanation to the 
country about the events connected with 
the disappearance of Commander Crabb. 

Mr. Speaker : The right hon. Member 
^ks leave to move the Adjournment of 
the House under Standing Order No. 9 
to call attention to a definite matte- of 
urgent public importance, namely,; the 
failure of Her Majesty’s Government to 
give a satisfactory explanation to the 
country about the events connected with 
the disappearance of Commander Crabb. 

This application is covered by autho- 
rity. When a Minister refuses to answer 
a Question on the grounds of public In- 
terest It has been ruled in the past — and 
1 adhere to it myself— that that, h a 
matter which cannot be raised under (he 
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.^229 Cypriots (Dcoth Sentenced 9 MAY 1956 

[Mr. Speaker.] 

Standing Order. Therefore. I must 
decline to admit the right hon. Member s 
application. 

Mr. Wigg : With respect, Sir. tjw (^es- 
tion was tabled for answer by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. It 
matter for him because a 
ment had been used. The Prime 
Minister’s reply makes 
It would, therefore, appear to _ ^ an 
abuse of the rules of the House that the 
Minister, who. clearly, has a .f^spon^- 
bility in this matter, passes it to me 
Prime Minister, not, Mr. Speaker, in th 
interests of the country, but of the 
political interests of the Government. 

Mr. Speaker; Order. There is no 
point in that at all. The Prime Mi^ 

IS quite entitled to answer the Question. 


Cypriols iDeath Sentences) 1230 

the House which prevents the House from 
discussing on the Adjour nment or other- 
wise a sentence of 4efllli.,bcfoic Ita vJ^ut. 
tion. It is nn old-established 
the House. 

A very clear and considered Ruling on 
this matter was givep^y my predecessor 
in the Chair on lO^March. 1947. when 

dealing with anothcV^lomal--easer-^nat 

clearly lays down the practice ^he 
House, by which I am bound, tlipt^uch 
a matter cannot be raisgd< on the 
Adjournment of the Hon 

With regard to the otfcr ^ 

the hon. Member/4la<*es J*® 

really definite m^r is that of the capital 
sentences. Th*: other matters are not 
definite or ur^t. Therefore. 1 am bound 
by the rule W the House 
find that thip comes within the Standing 

Order. 


CYPR10'^(I>E5^I 

si^^rfiNcpsf 

Mr. Fenner BrocK^ay ; I am sorry to 
deSy the House. Mr. Speaker, but I want 
to ask your ^mission to move the 
Adjournment of the House on ano her 
matter, of whickl^av^wn y^ notice. 

I ask permission. und^Sfirnding uraer 
No. 9. to move the Adjournment of the 
House on a definite matte^of urgent 
public importance, namely J^f^ecism n o 
S Governor of Cypru.^ nf 

execution of two Cyprjws./the ° 

which may be 

furtherance of a peaceful settlement. 

Mav I say. Sir. th^ I am aware of the 
rule of the^ Hous6 Avhich says that we 

must Lr to,. £5= of 

tenced to death dtber a repnev 

is granted or the executiort takes place 
I lish to raise this mattei/not pr*man ly 
b^luse of the fate o^the men but 
because of the senousJ^ffects that it will 
hive in Cyprus i/ rela ion to the 
furtherance of a settlement there. 

Mr. Speaker i Thtk hon-' 

permission under Startd^g House 

to move the Adjournment of the House 
Si a definite matter ofUrgent public 
importance, namely, the iecision of t e 
_ ^ Cvorus to maintain the 
Governor or of 

execution of two Cyprmt ^ the eff^ts or 
which may be disastrous to he further 
Ince of a peaceful settlement. 

The hon. Member waj good wemgh 


Mr. ShinweB ; I was under the Impres- 
sion, Mr. Speato. that the rule to w^ch 
S have jmt rrf^red, which is familiar 
to hon. Members!\ied alm^ost e«lu- 
sively in the case whef^e Home b^rc 
tary is involved ; that is ua,say. m a c 
where a civilian in this co^try has bccn 
rentenced to death and is aAthe point of 
execution- Obviously, the jiatter cannot 
be raised in such an instance, 


Surely this is a finitydifferent matter . 
This is a - matter ^ite outside the 
Prerogative or juriscUetion of the Home , 
Lcrefary It is a nTatter concerning the , 
Stole, by P- . 

sumably is r«PO"®‘‘^^f^£^alestv’s i 
Colonial Secretary or 1 ° Her^gjesty 
Government as a whole. Surejgn ttose . 
circumstances the rule does norb^p y. 

Mr. Speaker : If the right hon.pentle- i 
man will consult the Ruling of 
decessor to which I have ^ . 

was a colonial case— he wilK^nd the . 
argument which he has PHif before the 
HoSsT and before me d/lt with and , 
rejected The real poin/is that it is a ■ 
luSttoii of the Royal Prerogative. Insofar ; 
as the Secretary of Siftta^pr th« Cdlomei , 
has any responsibility f^dvismg Her 
Si!? « to an, 

which she may have in the.ynatter ne 

is in exactly the = 

Hnme Secretary would be pa it peea , 
Se^ase of a capital sentenc/ of a subject , 
in this country. / 

Mr J. Griffiths: While being aware of 
and appreciating the Rufng which you 
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-BB 12- 


USSR IKrERMTBC*NAL AFi’AIBS 
May 14, 1956 


U.K. ANSWERS USSR NOTE OB FROGMAN CASE 

Moscow, Soviet Home Service, May 11, I956, 2028 GME— L 
(Text ) 

jtoctonge of notes between the USSR Embassy in London and the Foreign 
Office of Great Britain, note of the USSR Embassy in London to th? 
Foreign Office of Great Britain: 

On May 4 the USSR Embassy in London sent a note to the Foreign Office 
of Great Britain, the contents of which were as follows: 

The ^SR Embassy in Great Britain conveys its respects to the 
tS^'fSlowi^^ Britain, and has the honor to notify it of 

in Portsmouth of a squadron of Soviet warships on Apr. 19 
at 0730 hours, sailors of the Soviet ships discovered a diver 
swimi^ between the sides of the Soviet destroyers. The diver, wa&rlnK 
a black, light-weight diving suit with flippers on his feet 
remained on the surface for a minute or two, and then dived^again hear 
the side of the destroyer Smotryashchy. ^ 

command!^ the squadron of Soviet ships, Rear Admiral 
Kotov, in a conversation with the Chief of Staff of Portsmouth 

Admiral Burnett, drew his attention to this case 
appearance of a diver nearthe mooring of the Soviet ships 
directly alongside the destroyers. 

^ear Atoiral Burnett catagorically denied the possibility of the appearance 
of a diver alongside the Soviet ships, and stated that during that^^ 

Ime no diving work whatsoever was being carried out in the harbor. 

Act^lly, as is evident from reports published in the British press 
on Apr. 30 of this year, the fact that secret diving experiments 
vere crrY oirt by the navel con»ana In the area S 

Of the Soviet ships in Portsmouth is confirmed. Moreover, the execution 
of these experiments resulted in the death of the British diver. 

recall that the DAILY SKETCH, in a note on the de*ath 
1^ Crabb, reported as follows: "He dived the last time ' ' 

in Stokes Bay, in the area of secret test trials not far from the 
mooring of the Russian cruiser Ordzhonikidze.” 

Attaching great significance to such an unusual fact as the carrviniZ 

alongside Soviet warships vlsiting^he ^ 
base of Portsmouth, the Embassy would be gratSul^ 
to the Foreign Office of Great Britain for clarification of tMs 

w jLoiXe 
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Brltish Note 


USSR INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
May Ih, 1956 




Note of the Foreign Office of Great Britain to the USSR Embassy 
in London: On May 9 the USSR ]^hasey in yeeeived the i^lxawitsje 

note from the Foreign Office of Great Britain: 

Office of Great Britain conveys its respects to the Embassy 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, and has the honor to 
give the following answer to the Embassy's note dated May 4; 

As has already been publicly stated, Lieutenant Commander (Kapitan Tr^tyevo 
Ranga) Crabb was carrying out diving tests, and is supposed that he : 
perished duri^ these tests. The diver detected from the Soviet warehips 
^d, as stated in the Soviet note, swimming between the Soviet 

probability, (Po vsel vidlmosti) Lieutenant Commsrider 

His presence near the destroyers was without any permission whatsoever, 
and Her Majesty s Government expresses regret over this incident. 

Kotov Interview in PRAVDA 

Moscov^v^ASS, in English Morse to North America, May 13, 1956, 0200 GJ®— E 
(Text) 

Moscow— mVDA^'publlshes an interview with Rear Admiral V.F. Kotov cdn- 
cernlt^ the incident with the British diver Crabb, which reads: 

learned\rom the exchange of notejT' between the Embassy of 
the USSR in London and^the British Foreign Office, published yesterddy, 
that Commander Crabb, the British diver, ol^rried out secret diving 

the ' area of the anehorage of the Soviet war^ips 
which had come to the United Kingdom on^ a friendship visit. The 
British press bluntly points out that /Crabb perished while earrying ^ 
out an ^derwater espionage operatic/ against the Russian cruiser ' 
during the stay of the Soviet shlp0 in Portsmouth. 

In this connection a PRAVDA correspondent rang up Rear Admiral V.F. 

Kotov, the commander of the Soviet naval - squadron that had visited 
the United Kingdom in April, and asked him to describe this incident. 

Rear Admiral V.F. Kotov communicated the following: 

At 0730 GMP on Apr. 19 three sailors of the destroyer Sovershenny, which 
was anchored next to the cruiser Ordzhonikidze in^rtsmouth Harbor 
spotted on the surface of the water between the Sovlk destroyers a' ' 
diver clad in a bla;:k, light diving suit. On his head' he wore 

a msk with a qua(^angular cub for the eyes. On his fe^'yere rubber 

f JL XpjpGX* S • 
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[ ’ s Sunday Express Political Correspondent 

fantastic Frogman Mystery took its strangest turn of 
ail yesterday. The Russians came to Sir Anthony Eden’s 
rescue in his acutely difficult position. They attacked Mr. i 
Gaitskell for trying to make capital out of the mission of I 

Lionel Crabb near the Russian ships on their visit to ^ 
(Portsmouth. f 

[ The Socialists were poised for their all-out attack on the Govern- t 
tnent tomorrow; They thought they had the Premier on a spot 
^particularly after the disclosure that the Cabinet had sent an apology ' 
jto Russia, and kept the fact secret for several days. . v 



r Into ihh silualioii stepped Marshal 
'[ Buluanin and Mr. Krushchev ihrouph the 
Ihissian Government newspaper I'zvestia. 
Said this Kremlin mouthpiece 

“The leader of the Labour , Party, Gaitskell, pro- 
poses to make a sharp criticism of the Government In 
,t^e name of his party. The Labour leaders wish, to 
make use of this incident to distract the attention of 
from their own actions during the stay of 
Mr. Bulganin and Mr. Krushchev — actions which were 
.not well-wishing towards ,the Soviet Union." V 

True, Izvestia condemns the action of " those 
British Circles mixed up in the Crabb 
affair as incompatible with international 



-5 

Ov/eR 



■ 7And; Pravda, Itoe- Russian Com- 

It 

which the Socialists quarrelled with' B 
and K. , It condemns Mr. Gaitskell and 
other Socialist leaders as in “a position 
'even worse than that of the Right-wing 
of the Conservatives.” V 

This . article is doubly significant 
because it Is signed by ” Observer,” a 
signature which often covers authorship 
of the highest level. 

REPLY from Mr. Gaitskell last 
night: ” The Soviet Communist Party is 
evidently continuing its violent campaign against the 
British Labour Party. The Communists are furious 
that we attempted to raise the question of Social 
Democrats imprisoned in Communist -controlled 

countries. 

“ How little they understand us ! We have no, 
regrets, and make no apologies. We are satisfied that 
public opinion is overwhelmingly behind us. 

L “As for the ‘frpgman’ affair, it would be the duty 
of any Opposition in Britain to probe such an extra- 
ordinary story of muddle and Incompetence of a 
Government departinent.” 

• ARTHUR BRITTENDEN adds some 
more pages to the. Frogman Dossier 
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One riddle sohedi Where 
he got his gear 

QNE of the^great anxieties at the Admiralty (except' 

hnow) !Was that Crabb 
would be found wearing oflaclally-isshed gea • That 
at once, would have implicated the Seirvlce a.s a v.'hoIe* 

1 Crabb. did NOT use .<ldmiralty 

kit. He bought his frogman's .suit, fl^.pers, ami mask 
from a private firm at Surbiton, Surrev, wfeai he went 
on the Sverdlov mission. He pdd between £20 tnd £30 
for the gear. 

When Crabb set off to Portsmouth with tiut Bear 
nearly four weeks ago to inspect the B and K ship he 
had stlU pot completed paying lor it. ,He was i)i inning i 
to settle the bill out of the 60 guineai he ^ 


Did the Russians KNOW 
Crabb was taming? 

■DELIEP is growing that when Lionel Crabb went ' 
into the , waters of Portsmouth harbour, Russian ' 
frogmen were waiting for him. 

Seven months ago Crabb accomplished a similar 
mission under the Russian cruiser Sverdlov in Ports- 
mouth harbour. He talked about it to other frogmen. 
And they, regarding that mission as a hever-to-be-. 
repeated triumph, talked too— to a wider circle. 

Did Russian agents hear about the Sverdlov affair ? 
<If so they would beyond doubt warn the Russian Navy 
to protect the- B and K ship.. And it is pretty certain ■ 
that one of the first people to know that Crabb had 
; dived — and failed — was Mr, Krushchev. He probably 
: knew before Sir Anthony Eden. 

A hidden meaning? i 

While our Secret Service men were .still trying 
to. keep the Incident hushed up, Mr. Krushchev in a; 
Birmingham speech on April 23 declared: “We don't 
ask you to sell us guns or warships. As a matter of 
fact, the armament on a modern warship is not so very' j 
much up to date. 1 

“If you want one or two (Mr. Kru.shchev laughed), ’ 
wo could sell you some of our cruisers because they very 
soon get out of date today. What we did j’esterday Is 
put of date today. That is obvious to everyone.” , 
Only now does the possibility of hidden meaning in . 
those remarks become clear. Is It not likely that : 
». Krushchev was throwing out veiled hints that he knew ! 
t all’ about the Oommander Crabb Incident? 



Service THAT* 

MONEY S.IS NOT 

BEEN PAIp OUT. 

Crabb's sb icitoi^ asked 

the Admlvsi y about i,. They 
are still W8fe in^ h3 money 
to be hand^Ci over. 

The tarefit rss otrr m Went of 
Crabb’s fed vrompU r^othcr 
gu$stio7i when^ &n'iwered, 

wilt reveal Qnbb's trui Uatus 

What\abouv the 
pension issue f 

P i Mrs, i'atrice the 

frogmajii mother ajd next- 
or-iin (Crfiffch’s liriernrpe wa« 
dissolved), to \:tt a pcisioa? If, 

, aha does, it (tan roeai . imly on© 

[, Ihing : that the OveMiment 

accepts rCBponaibilft V Jm crabb'a 
venture. 

Does this factor behind 
the- Admiraltv's retvsal ‘o say 
tliai Crabb dead V 
Two weeki have sincA 

theji' Slat ell h© ruisi. be 
‘?pmurned ff'ad." But no 
■’Certincate pr®vumn-^ii-»n pf 
death has b|^m Issted.” 

. I underst^id that, i’ 'his cer- 
tificate is issuKl u ih:^ next 
few days, Commaiiider Crabb's 
solxitors arf to make /■ .porous 
repr<5scntatiqi-.j. 

luafi 15 ki)|f‘d m attiun, a 
pension for the re::t of-kln 
depends on meed. Ur%, Crabb 
makes no hli d-shlp cl ii ii But 
If Crabb wa^ an offtciil £r^ervice 
employment j at least the 
Admiralty niust in<|ii:re whether 
she requires! iielp. 

That inqiii!'v-«~or thp kick of 
I it— Aviii showi iust bk>w “ >nicial 
’ Crabb’s nwas. 
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POLITICAL NOTES ' 

VOTING IN DEBATE 1 
I ON CDR. CRABB ! 


^ ^ MR. MORRISON AND MR. 
SHINWELL ABSTAIN 

FROM OUR POLITICAL CORRESPONDENT 

Two Opposition ex-Ministers who did 
not vote with their colleagues against 
the Government in the division at the 
. end of Monday night’s Commons debate 
on the Commander Crabb affair were 
Mr. Herbert Morrison, the former 
deputy leader of the party, and Mr. 
Shinwell. Both had taken part in the 
division two hours earlier at the end of , 
the Cyprus debate and had registered 
their voles against the Government. 

Mr. Clement Davies, leader of the, 
j Liberal Party, voted against the Govern- 
ment in the Cyprus division and for the 
Government in the division that followed 
the Prime Minister’s refusal to say more, 
about the circumstances of the presumed 
death of Commander Crabb. L 

; THE THEATRE TAX . 

Sir Thomas O’Brien presided at the all- - 'J 
party meeting oWrf.P.s’Ticld^ite before the 
Budget to hear the th^alfe industry’s plea 
for the abolition oP<?Iitertainments duty on J ; 
the living theatr^ This plea has received;;’ ' J 
a great deal of Aincjort among bank bench"*. 
M.P.s and there was dl^pppintment when , . 
the Chancellor was ui^le to make in his ; 
Budget any concessiprr of the kind that had ! 
been hoped “ 

The new ckfuse is supported by Mr. y 
Grimond, th^^Xiberal Chief Whip, and ^ 

Mr. Robens, a member V hour 


Big ucu wiu be stopped early in July so ;^ 
that the clock and--J>eihJiiUltrt|£rs can be ^ 
o verhaulcdr f ocK faces ^ill also bc| 

reglazcii^and the work will take about three '■ 

, months. This was annqy«iCed by the Par- « 
liamentary Secretary^.^ the Ministry 
Works, in a writtert^eply yesterday to a? 
question by Mr. John Eden in the House ^ 

of C'ommons. / ' 

Repair of war ihrmag^TS^e dock tower ■ 
began a year ago, and the s^c scaffolding ; 
will be used for the workydn Big Ben. The ■ 
makers of the clock, ^Messrs. Dent, will : 
overhaul the clock ^mechanism Without! 

charge under their maintenance contract. ! : 

The bell hammerwode will be removed ; : 

for renovation and remir and the hands; 
will be taken off. 'N^cn all . four faces ^ 
have been reglazed, th(j Ministry will con- ; 
tinuc experiments wiHh the lighting of the* 
clock, including t/lals with fluorescent 
tubes. / 

While Big Bei/is being overhauled, the' 
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NO AUTHORITY FOR DIVE BY 
COMMANDER CRABB 


SIR A. EDEN’S REPLY; FULL ACCOUNT 
“NOT IN PUBLIC INTEREST” 



n 


A fruitless Opposition attempt was 
made yesterday to get the Speaker’s per- 
mission to move the adjournment of the 
House, after the Prime Minister had 
steadily refused to enlarge on his short 
statement about the death of Com- 
mander Lionel Crabb, the frogman who 
was reported missing after a dive in 
, Stokes Bay, near Portsmouth Harbour, 
on April 19. 

Although Labour members received 
with sounds of shocked surprise Sir 
Anthony Eden’s decision, in the public 
interest, not to disclose the circum- 
stances in which Commander Crabb was 
presumed to have met his death, the 
House heard in almost complete silence 
the news that what had been done was 
without the authority or knowledge of 
Ministers and that appropriate dis- 
ciplinary steps were being taken. 

The Prime Minister’s firm refusal to be 
drawn by taunts of evasion and the like 
was warmly applauded from the benches 
behind him, but the Opposition showed 
themselves increasingly restive at his resist- 
ance to their pressure for more 
infortnation. 

“COMPLETE EVASION” 

The subject arose on Mr. J. Dugdale’s 
question asking for the evidence on which 
the Admiralty officially presumed the death 
of ..Commander Crabb; what were the 
circumstances of his disappearance; and 
whether efforts were still being made to 
locate the body. 

i-OUblit intcrc|^( LOPPPsition . crie s 
IcrXrabb 5 presumedT 


.ffiSlcis.lP res^nsi-. . 

IS nec essary, tq, th e spec ial [ 

' tTiis cSto. To iLci&f 

knowcJgc other Majesty s 

Ministers. Appropriate disciplinary steps 
are being taken.” 

Mr. Dugdale said this was one of the 
most extraordinary statements ever made by 
a Prime Minister. It was a complete evasion 
of ministerial responsibility. Mr. Dugdale 
then put these questions : — 

Why was Commander Crabb diving in 
the close vicinity of the Soviet cruiser here 
on a friendly visit ? Under whose authority 
.was a police officer sent to the hotel at 
! which Commander Crabb was staying with 
t«Hefh«f matt, ei’tlafing the laaveh uf the 
register showing their names to be torn 
out ? What was the name of the other 
man ? Why did the police officer threaten 
the hotel proprietor with the Official Secrets 
Act ? 

The Prime Minister replied; “I thought 
it right to make the statement which 1 have 
made, and I have nothing to add to it.” 
(Ministerial cheers.) 

MR. GAITSKELL’S PLEA 

_ Mr. Gaitskell, Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, said: “The Prime Minister will be 
aware that a great deal of information has 
already been published in the Press. Does 
he not think on reflection, in view of the 
amount of speculation which undoubtedly 
will continue in the absence of any informa- 
tion from the Government, that it really 
would be wiser and in the general interest. 
iL fuller explanation were given ? ” 
^Opposition cheers.) 

.Sir Anthony Eden replied that he had 
given the fullest consideration to this 
: matter. “ I can assure Mr. Gaitskell,” he 
■ went on, “ that there are certain issues 
which are the responsibility of the Prime 
1 Minister himself, and having given all 
reflection to all the information at our dis- 
posal I thought it my duty to give the 
f*iswer I have, and I am afraid I must 
tell the House that I cannot vary from the 
answer.” 

Describing this answer as “ totally unsatis- 
factory to the Opposition,” Mr, Gaitskell 
f*skcd:. "Is the Prime Minister aware that 
while we would all wish to protect public 
security, suspicion must inevitably arise 
that his refusal to make a statement is not 
so much in the interests of public security 
as to hide a very grave blunder which has 
pccurred ? ” 

I “ONLY DECISION” 

k The Prime Minister rejoined that the 
tHoiise and the country “must draw their 
. l;conclusions from what I have said 
iCOpposjtion cries of “ It will ”), and also 
from what I declined to say, 
f “Mr. Gaitskell,” he went on, “will 
{understand I have weighed up these con- 
siderations and they have weighed heavily 
[in my answer. With his experience, he knows 
(there are some of these decisions 'only a 
prime Minister can take, and I am con- 
ivinccd after the most careful reflection the 
[decision w;as the right and only one.” 

■ f Mr. Gaitskell then asked : “ Are we to 
, (take it, in the absence of any further state- 
[ment from the Prime Minister, and in the 
• ilight of what he has just said about the 
[public drawing their own conclusions; that 
[in fact officers or an officer of her Majesty’s 
iforces was engaged iipon the business of 
[espionage during the Russian visit ? ” 

[ Sir Anthony Eden. — Mr. Gaitskell is per- 
fectly entitled to put any wording he likes 
jon what I said. My words stand as they 
•;are without any gloss anyone can put on 
ithem. 

f Replying to Mr. Shinwell, who asked 
lagainst whom the Prime Minister was 
■^akingjdi^^ action, i and for what 


reason, Sir Anthony Eden said: “What 
I said was that disciplinary steps arc being 
taken.” 

Mr. Shinwell asked if action was to be J 
taken against some individual or incfividuals ; 
who gave instructions to Commander ; 
Crabb; and if it was because they defied : 
authority, or because they acted without : 
consulting Ministers. The Prime Minister i 
repeated : ” I have nothing to add to my : 
answer.” 

Mr. Dugdale sought leave to move the i 
adjournment of the House, in view of the ' 
Government’s failure to give a satisfactory i 
explanation of the events connected with < 
the disappearance of Commander Crabb. i 

The Speaker, giving his ruling, said; i 
“This application is governed by authority.-; 
When a Minister refuses to answer a i 
question on the grounds of public interest 
it has been ruled in the past — and I adhere i 
to it— that that is a matter which cannot : 
be raised, and therefore I must decline 1 
the application.” 

SHADOW CABINET’S 1 
DISCUSSION 


FURTHER QUESTIONS BY I 
LABOUR M.P. 1 

FROM OUR POLITICAL CORRESPONDENT 4 
The Prime Minister had full support | 
from Government back benchers for his | 
firm refusal to say anything in reply to j 
questions yesterday about the circum- | 
stances of the disappearance of Com- u 
mander Crabb, Imt Oppositjon mcrnb?r« - 
® ‘ t his st atement ~w ould^mc r cfv ^ 
add ...hi -Die mystery . arKr”r 3 'e!iMj !5 

Oft. — - i- 

^4r. Jttbn Dugdale’s question, to '<-btch 
ie~ Prime Minister replied, had ocen 
addressKl to Mr. George Ward' Pnrha- 
fBemary and Financial Secretary to the 
Ad m iralt yTTvho is the senior rcprcsmtinve 
of that department in the Commons, I he 
Prime Minister decided yesterday that it ' 
would be better for him to reply to the 
question himself. Earlier in the day he 
had as his guest at luncheon at 10, Downing l 
S treet. Lord Mountbatten, First Sea Lord ’ 
and Chief of Naval Staff. 

VIEWS ON DISCIPLINE 

There was much curiosity among M.P.s 
of all parties about the “appropriate dis- 
ciplinary steps” to be taken in cemnexion ' 
with the incident. Some members thought ; 
that me Pitmg Mini.htif hnd detivl^ ] 
that it would not be in the public interest ■ 
to disclose the circumstances in which i 
Commander Crabb is presumed to have 1 
met his death it would have been better .i 
for him to have left the matter there, with- t 
out adding the reference to disciplinary | 
measures. 

Conservative members and Ministers 
alike were surprised at the vehemence with 
which the Leader of the Opposition joined 
in the questioning of the Prime Minister 
and at his reference to the possibility of 
“ espionage during the Russian visit.” The 
Opposition were intensely dissatisfied with 
the Prime Minister’s reply ami their view is 
that the incident reveals a disturbing degree 
of incompetence and muddle on the part of 
whatever authorities were concerned. The , 
matter was discussed last night at a meeting i 
of the Opposition Shadow Cabinet and the j 
feeling there appears to have been that the | 
incident must be probed further. i 

It is thought that the Opposition will -! 
seek to raise the incident in a Commons ; 
debate at the earliest opportunity next week. . 
Monday will probably be a Supply day jn " 
the House -when the Opposition choose •: 
their own subjects of debate- -and thisJ: 
would enable them to interrogate the; 
Government further on the mystery of. 
Commander Crabb. The Opposition alsor 
wish to debate the situation in Cyprus, ini 
the light of the confirmation by the; 
Governor of the two death scntcrBccs, andl 
both these subjects may be dealt with on; 
Monday. ( 

Mr. Arthur Lewis, Labour member for; 
West Ham, North, has also tabled a ques- j 
tion for next Wednesday. He will ask thei 
Parliamentary and Financial Secretary to I 
the Admiralty what position Commander! 
Crabb held in his department; where the; 
officer was stationed; and whether the; 
Minister will make a statement; on the; 
circumstances in which Commander Crabbj 
has been po sted as missing. 

ADMIRALTY SILENCE | 

It was impossible to discover last night,| 
after the Prime Minister’s statement,! 
whether the Admiralty adhered to the an-i 
nouncement they made on. April 29, that^ 
Commander Crabb “ did not return from ar 
test dive which took place in connexioni 
with trials of certain underwater apparatus! 
in Stokes Bay, in the Portsmouth area.i 
about a week ago.” , 

Asked if this was still the position, the; 
Chief of Naval Information, Captain A. W.I 
Clarke, said : “ The Admiralty has no cora-£ 
ment, no further information, and is not^ 
prepared to answer any questions at all.” 
Until last night Admiralty spokesmen re- 
peated the statement of April 29 is answer^ 
to all inquiries, adding that beyond it thcy;| 
had no comment. 

A naval spokesman at Portsmouth said, 
on the question of disciplinary steps: “Li 
have no knowledge of anything in this con- ' 
ncxion in the Portsmouth Command.” A 
similar statement was made at H.M.S. 
Vernon, the Navy’s underwater qstablidi-r 
ment at Portsmouth. 
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:ELL:’N0'' 
f'APOiOOlES'. i 
TO SOVIET i 

t 

]l/f il. GAITSKELL said yester- ‘ 
day th<at the Labour Party - 
made no apologies for raising; 
the question of the freedom ofi 
political prisoners during the! 
visit to Britain of Marshal'! 
Bulganin and Mr. Khrushchev.- 
He was commenting on 'a report; 
in the - Russian newspaper Izvestla,*' 
regarding the missing British frog-j 
man, Commander Crabb. Izvestia? 
stated: 1 

“ The Labour leaders wish to . 
make use of tnis incident to distract ; 
the attention pf the public from : 
their own actions during the stay in' 
London of Marshal Bulganin .#and < 
Mr. Khrushchev, actions which, as Isi 
Well known, were not well-wishing 
^towards the Soviet Union. j 

The Labour leaders were taking ! 
Into account the fact that “ the : 

: Crabb affair " had aroused great 
\ alarm and concern, the paper added. \ 
The British • people understood how ! 
incompatible were such actions with; 
“ the norms of international law and i 
with • UiQ elementary rules of : 
hospitality." 

Soviet Campaign 

Mr. Gaitskell said: '* The Cojn- 
munists are furious that we dared 
to raise the question of Social Demo- 
crats imprisoned in Communist- 
controUed countries, ^ 

! "They now try to make out that' 
wo are sorry we did so and want to 
obscure this inatter by having a 
debate on the frogman episode. How 
little they understand us. We have 
no regrets and make no apologies 
for bringing up the question of the 
freedom of political prisoners which*' 
to us, is a matter of principle. 

"We are satisiled that public 
opinion Is overwhelmingly behind us 
on, this. Our only regret is tl\e 
uncompromisingly hostile reply we 
received from Mr. Khrushchev. 

" As for the frogman affair, It 1 
would be the duty of any opposition i 
in Britain to probe such an extra- j 
ordinary story of muddle and Incbm^ ,; 
I petence of a Government Depart- i 
. meht.Tt is no doubt difficult for the:,' 
Communists to understand this, i 
since they do not allow, opposition! 
;Of any kind in the' countries which ! 
ithey control." 


‘SACK. MINISTERS* 

Mr. Shinwell, Labour M.P, for 
Easington, said at Houghton-le- 
Spring, Co, Durham, yesterday. 

"The first thing to do over the 
Crabb affair is to make big 
changes at the Admiralty or in 
the department responsible. 

Frankly, I don't believe the na- 
tion would sviffer if the whole 
of the Service Ministers, with 
the exception of Sir Walter 
Monckton, Defence Minister, were 
sacked," 

Governments had been spying on 
each other for many years, although 
it was doubtful whether it, was 
worth the cost, "But when pri- 
vate individuals take a hand, even 
when they are inspired by some of ' 
the clever people in the Admiralty, 
it is time they were harshly dealt 
with," 
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AT WESTMINSTER 


Diving in Muddied 
Waters 

By A STUDENT OF POLITICS 


'CIR ANTHONY EDEN and his 
^ Government have struck 
an uncomfortable patch, more 
frustrating and Irritating than 
dangerous, first through the. 
affair of Commander Crabb, the ] 
missing frogman, and then 
through the revolt of a group 
of Conservative M.P.s against 
an important Government Bill. 

^ There is nothing peculiarly 
calamitous in these troubles, yet 
their timing is doubly unfortunate 
for the Prime Minister personally, 
just when he was very much on 
the crest, with his prestige and 
authority restored and his leader 


F acing the grilling In the Com- 
mons, Sir Anthony revealed a 
new restraint and calm of 
sonality. Not bo very long ago ne 
would have bridled angrily and le- 
vcaled his Irritation w*ith cutting, 
exnlosive, even short-tempered re- 
olies Angry he undoubtedly was; he 
reddened fiercely with Indication 
at Mr. Gait*eirs attack; but he kept 
a firm check on himself throughout. J 
■ In all thW the attitude of Mr. Her- 
bert Morrison has given cause lor 
comment. M Minister for Home 
Security during the war, and with 
subsequent experience as Forel^ 
Secretary, he has the sreate-st 
ledge on the Opposition side ^ 
the intelligence and security aet'^cei. 


authority restored ana ; operate, -During the exchanges-; 

Ship reasserted by his successfiri ■ stood toide In studied detach-, 
handliiig of the Bulganin and ^aent, and is understood to have 
Khru.shchev visit. | since urged moderation on ms pariy. 

■ some political sludge, but little Not that Mr. Morrison has In 
els^ will result from the two hours . way sought to question his ® 

ifi he sDcnt In the Commons to- policy; but .his close fuends, who are 
morrow“ht dredging In the , gnown to te responsive to his 

'muddled ivaters of Portsmouth ; say privately and signiflcanlly that 
Hariwur; ^t the sharp reactions to rush in with the ol » 

from Moscow Will have come as ; vote of no. confidence in llm 


balm to the Labour leaders dinner- 
party wounds, 

# # # 


State of knowledge would be hi- 
advised. ^ 

Some Labour M.P.s are refleaing 
sombrely whether Earl- Attlee wbulB 
have shown such impetuosity. 


E verybody loves a mystery, 
especially in that borderland 
between politics and the intelligence 
services So the deviate may be , 
iudged not only good politics, but 
intriguing to public cuno^ty as welL 
.There is, however, much moi e to the , 
present Parliamentary affair than , 
the mere fascination of i^obing 
'Closely guarded secrets. Deeper j 
motives arc at play. * . ■ 

‘ It may be doing Mr. Gaitskell and 
^ his Front Bench an Injustice to 
suggest that the case of Commander 
Grabb has been seized uP®? 
welcome diversion from that bitter i 
dinner-party squabble, but, if bus- 
plclous minds think along ^cse 
lines, the sequence of events must 
be held responsible. 

That, and the contrast between 
the impetuous haste to demand a 
debate bn the secret ■ details of the 
events at Portsmouth, and the 
laboured attempts to avoid a 
on the major international Issues of 
the Russian leaders talks in 
Downing Street. 

Mr. Alfred Robens was at pains to 
‘ discover any excuse for not roque.^- 
ing an immediate debate on the B. 
and K. visit. " Do I gather that the 
Prime Minister felt it would not be 
. quite proper to have a debate on the 
1 Wlilte Paper? .Would ♦*?. 

Minister feel it difficult or embaCTas.5- 
Ing to have • a debate oh such a 
.inattcr?” .s, , . „ 

' Sir Anthony may accordingly well 

no^vaiital. release 2003/02/27 : CIA-RDP80B01676R000900070003- 

no niatter how “ embarrasHlns or 
" not quite in'Opcr it n^y be tO the 
nai-lonal Interest, the Crabb affair 


r 





Service cbieis 





.Hids 


By CHAPMAN PINCHER 
ip HE case of frogman Lionel 
; Crabb is to be thrashed out 
I at a special session of the 
f Combined Intelligence Com- , 
r mittee - — B r i t a i n’s highest 
j - security authority — it was 
I revealed last night. 

* In this secret conclave of the 
chiefs of the Secret Service 

) and Forces’ Intelligence depart- 
I ments tl\e facts of how Crabb died 
under the Russian warships in 
[^Portsmouth harbour will be 
. disclosed in full-— probably for the 
r; first time. 

Purpose of the session is to 
[meet three demands from Sir 
I Anthony Eden which ^arc an 
^'ssential part of the disciplinary 
Um*’ he has taken to prevent 
-iiiy repetition of such an embar- 
^ lassing situation. 

I ^ Nfi. I experts 


must find some way of allowing 
closer political control by Ministers 
over Intelligence work without 
stifling the initiative of agents or 
spreading^ secret Information too 
widely. 

Defence Minister Sir Walter 
Monckton, who is responsible for 
advising the Cabinet on Intelli- 
gence matters, knew nothing about 
the frogman project. 

Neither did his special adviser 
on scientific intelligence, Mr Eric 
Williams. , 

A SUPREME BOSS 7 

DEMAND No. 2: There must be 
much closer control by Intelligence 
chiefs over what is happening in 
their departments. 

It seems certain that though 
Naval Intelligence , men were 
involved in the Crabb venture, the 
Director of Naval Intelligence was 
not told about it. 

DEMAND No. 3: The system 
whereby freelance agents like 
Commander Crabb arc employed by ^ 


Intelligence depirtments must be 1 
reviewed and tifehtcnkifl | 

The committee may dfi ide that ] 
the only solution will be to follow } 
the United States leail find apj>oint j 
a highly influential man i> overall ] 
’ chief of the Inielligeoct depart- j 
ments. ^ 

The United Siates has a Centra^' 

A|^ ncy* in aded by j 

Allen Diilles, bi other oi Foreign i 
Secretary John Foster Dt lles. 1 
BritaiiVs Icint inttlligence 
Bureau, headed by Sir i^nneth 
Strong, functions as a central 
clearing house for Intelligence 
information, bnt exeriiscs no ! 
control over polii y. > 

An alternatitr anci leys drastic ') 
move would to ipi oint a • 
permanent full4time chief fhr the 1 
Combined Intcli gence C«*mmittee, I 
with powers to hange liirough theU 
whole Intclligeme netw^ik. ■ 

At present tir chairmin of the 1 
committee is a h^gh-levil adminis-*{i 
trative civil serv^ at who has othet | 
jobs to do. He( IS appo nted for a ^ 

; two-year term. . , ! 


I 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Mr. Dulles 


HC 




Last night you were revl^ng ^e 
parliamentary debates of Ifey on . 

case. Walter Pfbrzheimer has sent me m earlier 
exchange between the Prime Minister md 
Gaitshell which took place on May 9 th. is 

^ched along with the texts of ^e S^et 
of May ktix and 1 iie Britida reply thereto of May 
9th. In addition, Walter forwarded a few copies oi| 
selected news items which he thought 
of Interest to you and which I have also attached. 


Attachments 






7 June i960 
(DATE) 


FORM NO. 
I AUG 54 


lOI 


replaces form 10-IOJ 

WHICH MAY BE USED. 


(47) 
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(. nt. Hon. D. 
ifd, Lt.^Coi. W. 
iTtJler, Cmdr. R, 

«, R. C. 
jrd, William 

j i>. E. S, (Midtllesbroueh. w \ 
rs, Peter (Wincheitori 
' BrJg. Sir John (Norwood) 

«, Capt. c. 
lan, A. C. M. 

Rj M. 

w.f 

Rt^. Hn. Sir.p. (Kcn*'gfn, 8.) 

Capt. Hon. Richard * 
fi Geoffrey 

a. Harold (Stockport, S.> 
a, Sir William (Woolwich, w \ 
ti Henderson (Fife, E ) 
rt-Scotf, Col. M. 

Rt, Hon, James (Moray) 

-Imo, H. G. 
rs, C. S. (Aylesbury) 

W. D. M. (Orpington) 

Sir Charles (Eastbourne) 
William (Bradford, N.) 
j W. 

=, Leslie (Canterbury) 
son, Kenneth (Walton) 

=on, Lt..Cdr.H.(Croydon, 8.) 

-n, E. . 

n-KcmsIey, C. N. 

(Bradford, W.) 

-John (Wavertree) ' 

H. F. L. 

Rt. Hon. R. H. 

^uir, Lady 
■-Morgan, j, K, 

Miss J. H. 

D. F, 

=d, Edward (Derbyshire, W.) 
Smith, D. C. 

=*jor Patrick 
on. George (Woroester) 
ame Irene (Tynemouth) 

Jse, Capt. Rt. Hon. C, 

-n, Rt. Hon. Harold 
Sir H, 

W.S.I.(Penrith& Border) 

Paul (Sunderland, 8.) 

R. Dudley (Exeter) 
(Bridgwater) 

Geoffrey (Truro) • 

Dn. R. 

John Victor 
mam (The Wrekin) 


: I beg to ask 
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Motion macie. and Conmarufer CrahB 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

sranlcd?o “ceding £20 be 

with the case of ConTa^nuy^CratlK. n^mefy 


Subordinate 

''2. Admiralty 


I THE CASE OF COMMANDER 

f c 1 Q CRABB 

1 0.18 p.m. 

f (Leeds, South)- 

that Comm*’"]’ ‘(’/.Admiralty announced 
that Commander Lionel Crabb R N V R 

action with the";?ials‘of ''oe'’ri“ah unde?' 
water apparatus in Stokes Bav in” 

I Portsmouth area, afaoui a we?fc b?for?f 
[ Commander Crabb is the cenTral figule k 
! this Strange episode which we are d:« 

SI'" "'r £ 

Therefore, I think it will be ar>nrn 
pnate, since I suppose we must accept 
the conclusion of the Admiralty, tf a 
the start, on behalf of all of us t weri 
to pay a tribute to a very gallant officer 

SLi’;.v£ 

be the circumstances in which he met his 

would be the poorer if it were nnt fri 
men like Commander Crabb. 

thingsT"w"fn['’j' v*"- 

• Of the Opposition. First we 

appreciate Zafc th 1 ’lcti?i?iis“of 1 
hese services cannot be disclosed as a?e 

S™ r bec 1 use° d ‘ 

ma^non^?'se'’Kirtrk°^ I 

I must add this : Parliament accep.rthat’ 


te' -mm?e«" a?f nf Pressing these 

ihl ^sin^ .’hf- Ministers. <xer- 

rch, giyg rights. refu$i; to 

h . t Jo J ? o" "'hat f think mav 

=~.. assun?Snl'' 

:: £-3»“-r“ 

10 tions are secret; thirdly, that what thev 

- do does not embarrass us in our in e?- 

m1ght"\dd'®founhiy. thm ibmffiey'do 

i S£F''ss.'"fi£"1 

n an unfortunate fact that in thp 

It ®P'sode which we are discussing nine „f 

“ be:?i%umiLd"°Tb''‘‘‘’"* appear®- "o°ha;e 
' " ‘‘'“‘h™- The statement of the Prime 

* ^ves* Plain— at any rate, it 

- fitves me the impression— that in this 

' "slcondrm?^ 

barrassmim “ffi '’kterttiora? "TalioT 
;There may be some doubt about sue?"?- ’ 
but I will leave that on one side. ‘ 

This IS one reason why wc on the 

wh^th he content 

with the Statement made by the Prim.- 
Minister last week. Because, erv^Hv 

chsckki?? nf*'d-' through^ ffie 

th?ou?h^?L responsibility and 

,u , ® ‘he reference to disciplinary steps 

ffiat some wrong action had*^ bee/ tak?^ 
antbL-P without the 

terki res'??nsibfli^ “n'^tSs maUer 'j? 

a ‘h« Minister not merely 

fact h? d It whether, in 

is no? T " 2 ‘- when this 

not done and, of course then* or.* 

a number of occasions when 

b°done^ ‘ h should 

to the HoiKjf* * ^ Minister comes 

the House, and says, “ One of my 
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[Mr. Gaitskell.] 

officials made a mistake,** thereby imply- 
mg that he. the Minister, was not directly 
responsible for that mistake, nevertheless 
It IS a sound and yital constitutional prin- 
ciple that the Minister takes responsibility 
for what has happened. 

That is a principle which I venture to 
say is fundamental to our democracy, 
because if we were to depart from it, it 
would imply that the Civil Service in 
some way or other was independent and 
not answerable to this House. Of course, 
the extent to which we condemn a 
Minister for an act of one of his officers, 
failure by one of his officers, 
obviously depends on the circumstances. 
There are minor occasions when a 
Minister admits that something has gone 
wrong and the House accepts it and the 
matter is left. 

^ Another reason why we felt that we 
had to discuss this matter further was 
that other Departments apart from the 
Secret Service are apparently involved 
There is no doubt that the Admiralty was 
heavily involved. Indeed, one newspaper 
goes so far as to say today that the 
Naval Intelligence Department was prob- 
ably at the centre of the whole thing, and 
it may be that the Home Office also was 
involved — — 

^the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department and Minister for Welsh 
Affairs (Major Gwylim Tloyd-George) 

indicated dissent. 

Mr. Gaitskell ; I see the Home Secre- 
tary shaking his head, but I would draw 
his attention to one incident where police 
officers were involved. 

Finally, may I explain that we are 
discussing this matter on this Motion with 
particular reference to the salary of the 
Prime Minister because, first, the right 
hon. Gentleman himself decided in 
answering the Question last Wednesday, 
to take responsibility for this matter and. 
therefore, if we wanted to discuss it, that 
was the correct thing to do; and, 
secondly, if we had discussed it on the 
Admiralty Vote alone that would have 
narrowed the scope of the debate unduly. 

Whatever we may feel about this inci- 
dent. or series of incidents, none of us 
would ask that the Prime Ministaf fthtsuld 
disclose what ought not to be disclosed, 
cither because it might endanger pur 
agents -one may as well use the word 
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for the people in our Secret Servi:e* or 
because it would involve giving into 'na- 
tion away to a foreign Power, infoj mat on 
which, in the opinion of the Government, 
should be kept from a foreign PoAcr. 

^ Subject to this, 1 venture to siy that 
It is the duty of any Opp-isition in t lis 
democracy of ours to probe any weiikn.ss 
or what appear to be blunders oi ms- 
takes in Government adm nistratii n I 
feel confident that if horn Meml us >n 
the other side of the Committee had h<e *n 
m opposition, and a similar episod* had 
occurred, they would, in pursuance of 
their duty, certainly havr raise [ le 
matter in the House of G^mmoiis. 

Subject to the qualifioi 'ion, nr in- 
portant one. which I made about scruiiiv, 

I very much hope that the Prime 
will tonight say all he possibly can o 
clear up the matter and allay the remain- 
ing anxieties. Whether or aot we ( nicic 
the Committee on this issue (ins, 
frankly, entirely on what he can sav to 
us this evening. 

I now turn to the cast itself. Ae 
have very little time and I certain!* d ) 
not propose to go through the farr?. cr 
the apparent facts, in great detail, hut 
the following seems reascmably Jean 
Gn 18th April, Ccminiander Crabb 
to Portsmouth and stayed at the Sali^prri 
Hotel with another gentleman who r^sis- 
tered in the name of Mr. Smith, 'fhr 
next day both of them lei the hct:l. 
Mr. Smith returning later to pay the biJ 
and collect tlie luggage. From ■ ir 
onwards. Commander Crabb disao ^M ^ 
Two days later, the Port^iouth Oiiiix" 
appear at the hotel and tear out oir 
pages of the hotel registc", which )l 
course, included the naiiKs of 
mander Crabb and his corr^anion I tn 
days later the Admiralty issued the sijt :- 
ment part of which I read.io the 
mittee at the beginning of iny remark e 

On 3rd May — four days afterwarcs'- 
the Soviet Government sent a Not? d 
protest to the British Governmen!. ani 
in this they made it plain that a pr>et 
had been made' much earaer by tiii 
commanding officer of the Soviet 
in conversation with the (f ief of suff 
of the Portsmouth naval b»e. Oa Hi- 
occasion, according to the >:ovict r- * ^ 
tlie Chief of Staff, who ;)r-At > ( 
Burnett, categorically rejected ■’ ^ 

bjlity of the appearance of a 
alongside the Soviet ships arac stale j : (i 
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. Service — or 
ing infornYfl- 
, information 
■Government. 

Power. 

to say that 
5ition in this 
any weakness 
-tiers or mis- 
listration. I 
Members on 
:tcc had been 
episode had 
pursuance of 

- raised the 
nimons. 

:ion, an im- 
bout security, 
rime Minister 
Bsibly can to 
y the remain- 
lot we divide 

issue turns, 
e can say to 

r itself. We 
certainly do 
the facts, or 
at detail, but 
onably clear, 
r Crabb went 
the Sallyport 
an who regis- 
Smith. The 
eft the hotel. 
D pay the bill 

From then 
ab disappears. 
:mouth police 
tear out four 
er, which of 
tes of Com- 
ipanion. Ten 
sued the state- 
. to the Com- 
my remarks. 
5 afterwards— 
nt a Note of 
jernment, and 
that a protest 
arlier by the 

- Soviet ships 
chief of stall 

aasc. On that 
3 Soviet Note. 

Rear-Admiral 
eted the possi- 
of a frogman 
and stated that 
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* at the time indicated there were no 

I apcrttUcins Jn the part involving the use 

i of frogmen. The comment that I feel 

I bound to make at this point is that this 

j was clearly completely contrary to what 

I the Admiralty itself was to say on 

\ 30th April. 

I The British Government in a Note 
j which, according to Moscow, was 

‘ delivered on 9th May, and presumably, 

1 therefore, was sent before the Prime 

, Minister made his statement to us. 

^ expressed regret for the incident, a matter 

I which, curiously enough, the Prime 

; Minister did not mention in his statement 

to us Ae other day. Finally, we have 
; the Prime Minister’s statement to us, 

; which is in the recollection of all of us 

I md to which, therefore, I need not refer 

I in detail. That is all I propose to say 

about the story of these events. 

I wish now to make a few comments. 
I do not propose to go into great detail, 
as the newspapers have done. I do not 
, propose to ask every conceivable ques- 
i tion, such, as, for instance, “Where did 
j Commander Crabb get his diving gear?”, 

I “ Why was not a younger man sent down 
I if somebody had to go?”, and, “What 
-j was it that Commander Crabb was trying 
to find out?” All these questions, and 
i many others, have been asked in the 
j newspapers. I repeat that I am not con- 
1 cerned with anything more than the 
central features of this business. Nor do 
I propose to say much about the inter- 
national aspect of the matter. As the 
I Prime Minister has made clear to the 
i Soviet Union, it is a very regrettable 
episode, but for my part I fully accept, 

\ as I am sure we all do, the Prime Minis- 
ter’s disclaimer of Ministerial knowledge 
or approval. I should like to say that I 
am sure that that should be accepted as 
; complete evidence of absolute good faith 
; by the Soviet Government as well. 

Nor do I feel, though others may differ 
; from me on this, that this episode, 
pious as it is in certain aspects, and, 

; indeed, deplorable as it was when one 
first heard about it, is likely to do per- 
manent damage to our relations with the 
Soviet Government. We all know that 
the Russians are realists in these matters. 
There is not very much doubt that they, 
like other Governments, have their 
agents, and there have been various 
stories in the newspapers of similar 
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occasions to which I will make ho further 
reference. 

I am concerned more with what 
appears to be the situation in the secret 
service and the forces which work with 
them because it seems to me that what 
has been pggested, at any rate by the 
Prime Minister’s statement, and by what 
we know, reveals a very grave lack of 
control at home and, indeed, a most 
unsatisfactory state of affairs within this 
service. 

It seems to me that a great deal turns 
upon the question of the level at which 
the decisions were taken. There was an 
idea at one time when the great bout of 
speculation was taking place in the Press 
that possibly the whole thing had been a 
private effort, that Commander Crabb, 
financed by a mysterious private organisa- 
tion. had gone on this investigation and, 
indeed, that the Government had had 
nothing to do with it whatever. 

Unfortunately— I say, “ unfortunately 
—the Prime Minister’s statement shows. I 
think, conclusively that that cannot have 
been so. At least, if it were so. I can 
only say that it is a great pity that the 
Prime Minister did not make it clear 
earlier. I think that we must conclude 
from his statement--he will correct me if 
I am wrong — that presumably the Secret 
Service or a secret service and the 
Admiralty must have been mixed up in 
the plan from the. start. Again, I ask at 
what sort of level was the decision taken, 
if a decision were taken, to make this 
kind of investigation. In particular. I 
think that the Prime Minister might be 
able to tell us how far this was a matter 
in which the Admiralty took the initia- 
tive. 

Having said that, I would wish to pose, 
if I may, a few central questions which, 

I repeat, I hope that the Prime Minister 
will be able to answer within the limits 
that security permits. We all of us re- 
call that when Mr. Bulganin and Mr. 
Khrushchev were coming here, a very 
great deal of attention was concentrated 
upon the security precautions in connec- 
tion with their visit and Questions were 
asked in the House about the number of 
guards they were to have, and so on. 
One presumes that in taking these pre- 
cautions, which we did not criticise and 
which we accepted, it must have been, 
must it not. the duty of the Admiralty 
to guard the Soviet vessels? 
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[Mr. Gaitskell.] - 

That is one of the extraordinary 
features of the whole business, because 
if it were the Admiralty’s responsibility 
to guard these vessels, how was it that 
Commander Crabb, if it was he, was able 
to approach these vessels? One is bound 
to ask the question: Was the security 
guard very, very inadequate or was the 
guard in the secret of Commander 
Crabb’s exploit? 

Again, I come back to the question of 
the level. It is very difficult to under- 
stand how, that being the background, 
this kind of exploit could have been per- 
mitted unless it had been known to some 
fairly high-ranking officers. I put that 
as a supposition, and as the honest con- 
clusion to which at the moment, I think, 
we are drawn by the facts. The second 
question I would like to ask is, first, what 
steps were taken, if I may repeat it. to 
guard these ships? The second ques- 
tion is, who authorised the Admiralty 
statement on 29th April, which is now 
seen to have been at variance with the 
statement of the Chief of Staff at Ports- 
mouth to the Russian admiral, and 
which, incidentally, was also very much 
at odds with the Prime Minister’s later 
statement? The third question that I 
want to put to the Prime Minister is 
about the strange business of the Ports- 
mouth police descending upon the 
Sallyport Hotel and tearing out four 
pages of the register. 

Can the Prime Minister tell us under 
what authority these officers acted? I 
have made some inquiry into the legal 
position, with the help of one or two of 
my hon. Friends, and, as I understand, 
this is the position. Under the Aliens 
Order, it is an obligation on any hotel 
keeper to keep a register of all persons 
over 16 years old staying at the premises. 
It is also an obligation on any person of 
this kind to enter his name, nationality 
and date of arrival, and the keeper of the 
hotel has to require him to do so. 
Furthermore, the keeper of the hotel has 
to preserve the register for a year after 
the last entry in it, and it is, of course, 
open to inspection by any police officer 
or person authorised by the Home 
Secretary, 

The Portsmouth police came in — in 
fact, they ^eized part of this register, 
although, under the Aliens Order, it was 
the property of the hotel keeper who is 
under a statutory duty to preserve it. It 
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is indeed very hard, therefore, to see whai f 
right the police officers had to make thi j 
hotel keeper break the law in this way. ! 

There is, of course, the additional piece 
of information — if it is correct- that Ww 
police officers warned the hotel keep^i 
that if he resisted and refused tf) give Vp 
the register they would proceed agami 
him the Official Secrets Act. In exacliv 
what way would the Official Secrets Acj 
come into this? There is, of course, pro- 
vision under the Official Secrets Act under i 
which it is an offence for a person to r i 
tain certain documents when the person | 
having such a document in his r»ossessk n { 
or control retains it j 

“when he has no right to retain it or whtr f 
it is contrary to his duty to retain it or laih | 
to comply with any directions issued by ” I 

lawful authority ( 

“with regard to the return oi disp.>oi: j 

thereof.” | 

I think we ought to take that as refe-- I 

ring to Civil Service docunaents and | 

documents of that kind. I am bound to I 

say that it is very difficult to how a j 
hotel register can come within that par* I 

ticular Section. I would ask, 1 mav. | 

because this is an important fxrint, wh- t j 

explanation the Prime Minister can phe i 

us. I repeat that we realise the need fn | 

a Secret Service. We realise that the | 

members of that Service have to go ab)U I 

their work in queer ways, but it h a I 

matter of enormous importance that they ! 

should not be above the law. Wliar i 

then, was the law under wtich thev * 

operated? 

The next point I wish to ask relate > 
to the Prime Minister’s stateme nt 
disciplinary steps. Can the fight hor. 
Gentleman tell us against whori and n 
what manner those steps have bet’? 
taken? Were any steps taken, for ir* 
stance, against Service personnel? 

Finally, there is a question which s 
feel Tmust put out of regard for the “ 
lives of Commander Crabb. Can i 
Prime Minister say whether the Lomm‘a - 
der — on the assumption, of course, lUi** 
he was the person involved— believed 1)^- 
the action which he took v is fusi 
approved, or did he realise that ‘ was. « 
it were, purelv a private enterprise und-y 
taking? Diet he know itmt ihe:e 
be this very serious consequence if. » i 
fact, it were discovered? I 

I will refer here against, if I m jy. toio- | 
statement of the British Govccr?nem, c 
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rather the letter of the British Govern- 
ment* to the Russian Government which 
seems to imply— as I say, I think out of 
fairness to Commander Crabb’s relatives 
this is something that should be cleared 
up— that he swam to the Rn<i6t9ii 
without permission. The Note says: 

“The frogman, who, as reported in the 
Soviet Note, was discovered from the Soviet 
ships swimming between the Soviet destroyers, 
was 10 all appearances Commander Crabb! 
His presence in the vicinity of the destroyers 
occurred without^ any permission -whatever, 
and Her Majesty’s Government express their 
regret for this incident.” 

If that were true and if, in fact, he 
had gone to Portsmouth simply on 
genuine trials not connected in any way 
with the Soviet vessels and had, on his 
own initiative, swum off to them, that, I 
I think, is something which the Government 
j ought to make plain. If it is not so. then, 

I of course, it is a different matter. 

I To draw the conclusions, such as they 
; arc, which one can from this business, it 
I is impossible for us on the hard informa- 
: tion available to pass any final judgment. 

I 1 do not seek to do so. I would stili 
hope, frankly, that a fuller and more 
: reassuring explanation were forthcoming 
1 from the Prime Minister, but I must tell 
him that so far, by what has been pub- 
lished in the Press, by what he has said 
and by what is in the exchange of Notes 
with the Soviet Government, an impres- ■ 
sion has been created, first, of the most 
deplorable lack of co-ordination and 
control between the Foreign Office, the 
Secret Service and the Admiralty; and, 
secondly, that an impression of unusual 
technical incompetence has also been 
created. 

The business of the hotel register, which 
was bound to attract public attention to 
the whole matter, the way in which 
apparently, before Commander Crabb 
went to Portsmouth there was a great 
deal of free talk by all sorts of people, 
the questioning at a later stage of Cora- 
niander Crabb’s friends, which is reported 
in some of the Press— none of this, I must 
say, gives one much confidence in the 
^chnical efficiency of the Service. 
Thirdly, I think that it gives an impres- 
sion of a degree of political unawareness 
which IS almost frightening. 

I repeat that a lot depends on at what 
pel these decisions were taken, but par- 
ticularly in regard to the political aspects 
if* in fact, the decisions were taken at a 
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high level. Then it shows, as The Times 
said m a very penetrating leader: 

just where irresponsibility 


‘ irresponsibility 
should not exist.' 


If, on the other hand, it was at a lower 
J* suggests that the people thcrcT 
the officers there, have got altogether out 
Of band. 

I must say this to the Prime Minister, 
and I know he will accept it: it is his 
burden and responsibility to look after 
the Secret Service. These matters of 
which I have spoken and. the reflections 
on the efficiency of Service co-ordination, 
and so on, which I have mentioned are 
Msentially matters for the Prime Minister. 
1 would ask him. is he satisfied in the 
light of what has happened with the 
staffing of the security services? What 
steps is he taking, or has he taken to 
prevent this sort of thing happening 
again? Is he satisfied— I am sure he will 
not take offence at this at all -that he 
the Prime Minister of the day. who has 
these enormous responsibilities over the 
whole field of government, is really in a 
position to be the only Minister to keep 
an adequate control on the Secret 
Service? Can he. in fact, do this job as 
It should be done directly himself? 

Those are the questions we should like 
the Prime Minister to answer bearing in 
mmd, I repeat, the security aspect, which 
cannot be overlooked. I have tried to put 
our case and our anxieties on this in as 
responsible a manner as I can. I realise 
to the full the delicate nature of the sub- 
ject we are discussing very briefly this 
evening, but, while we must be careful 
and while we must be cautious, demo- 
cracy also must be made to work. We, 
as the Parliament in a democracy, have 
the right to have our fears allayed, our 
anxieties extinguished ; or at any rate we 
have the right to be satisfied that the 
Government are taking steps to put 
matters right. 

8.49 p.m. 

The Prime Minister (Sir Anthony 
Eden); The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Leeds, South (Mr. Gaitskell) 
has reminded us— and rightly reminded 
us, if I may say so — that it is a very 
rare proceeding to refuse to disclose 
public events or events which have 
become talked about merely on the 
ground that in the Government’s judg- 
ment it is not in the public interest to 
do so. . . ; j . . 
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[The Prime Minister.] ' / 

, Of course, we live, as ^we all know, in 
an age of publicity, and in some quarters 
it seems to be thought that there is 
nothing which should be ^ withheld from 
public examination, discussion and 
debate. That was not, I was glad to note, 
the right hon. Gentleman’s position 
tonight. Nonetheless, Parliament has 
preserved the long-established convention 
that a responsible Minister may decline 
to give information, if, in his judgment, 
it is not in the public interest to do so. 

We are dealing tonight, 1 must s:;: 
frankly to the House, with circumstances 
in which no Government here or in any 
other country. I believe, would say more 
than I am prepared to say to the House 
tonight; nor is there anything contrary 
to our practice, as the House knows, in 
taking this action. It is often done in 
defence. A classic example was the 
atomic bomb, where the whole expendi- 
ture — £100 million— was concealed in the 
Estimates for a number of years. 

Similarly in international affairs — ^let 
me say this, because the right hon. 
Gentleman asked a question— it is often 
contrary to the public interest to disclose 
the details of correspondence with a 
foreign Government or to reveal the 
course of negotiations with a foreign 
Government leading up to treaties or 
other agreements, and it is in any event 
the immemorial custom not to publish 
the receipt of a Note until the reply has 
been returned and received by the Power 
which sent the Note. I shall have some- 
thing more to say about that in a 
moment. 

Again, to take our domestic affairs, 
there are many things which my right hon. 
and gallant Friend the Home Secretary, 
for instance, is not obliged to state pub- 
licity. He has not to disclose the grounds 
on which he has decided to deport an 
alien or those on which he grants or 
refuses a certificate of naturalisation. I 
say this to show that 1 agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman ; I think we are in 
agreement that there can be no dispute 
about the general principle that there are 
thinias which it is against the 
national interest to disclose. 

The right hon. Gentleman has spoken 
very freely about the secret services and 
speculated about their control, their 
organisation, and their efficiency. I am 
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sorry to have to say that I am no: pre- 
pared to discuss those matters ;ii the 
House. It is easy— and I am not com- i 
plaining — for the right hon. Gent eman i 
to suggest or imply that all is not well. ^ 
I could not answer him, because I could / 
not answer him either generally or m / 
detail without disclosing matters which, \ 
as he must recognise, must remain secret. 1 

That is why it is not the practice md it V 

never has been the practice to ciscuss / 
these matters openly in the House, and 1 iL 
am not prepared to break that precedent. / 
I think it must be clear that it must be / 
left to the discretion of Mini^^rs to ^ 
decide these matters. Only the Minister / 
can judge; his discretion in this particu-7 
lar respect is absolute. It should b«* clear / 
from this practice that the Minister can^ i 
not disclose the reasons for his deeisionr^^ 
Obviously, if he were to disdtwc his 
reasons, it would be disclosing w’lat he jj 
judged to be contrary itself to the public f j 
interest. M 

That is certainly the position ii this 
instance, and therefore on this particular 4 
aspect of the matter I must tell the House | 

now that I have not one word RH)rc to 1 

say than I announced on Wednesday. But j 
I should like to comment on the second | 
part of the statement which I made \n I 
the House last week and to whkh the f 
right hon. Gentleman referred. 

I then took the exceptional course ot i 
making it plain that what was do ^e was 
done without the authority i>r Her 


Majesty’s Ministers. That, of cou'sc, itv- 
eludes all Her Majesty’s Ministers nJ uu 
aspects of this affair. We all kr ow, j® 
fact, that many actions are taken by ser- 
vants of the Crown for which the aulhi> 
rity of Ministers is not asked rnd, oi 
course, that must always be so: in an) 
complex society such as ours tod^: . j hf 
right hon. Gentleman is perfectly corred 
in saying that on these occasior • H & 
nonetheless accepted that Minister- 
Government, collectively, are 
to Parliament for the actions otK incjait 
I pondered long before 1 departi 1 
that axiom in this case, and I thi k 
tie Committee is, perhaps— if 1 
so. entitled to know more of th 
in the light of what the right hon, 
man paid. In th!> itifitanes thr ' 
special circumstances which. I 
compelled me to state that ^ ^ 
happened, or was thought U* 
happened, had been done with ut . 
authority of Ministers. 


I. 





1769 7 

At that tim( 
been conduct 
with the Sovie 
plctely unawa 
kind. Had I n 
doubt would i: 
on the sincer 
those discussic 
and a very e; 
explains to 
account, I th< 
very unusual < 
statement. 

That brings 
statement whi< 
which the rig 
ferred. Havii 
was done v 
Ministers I al 
it be known : 
being taken, 
an answer to 
man has just i 
cm men t are « 
measures of c 
be exercised 
of this kind. 

It has bee 
another poir 
Gentleman m 
very much, tc 
informing the 
of our receip 
of our reply 
holding back 
House ought 
Of course, th 
Note was del 
by messenger 
The Foreign 
myself appro' 
liovernment i 
course, I was 
House on \ 
Government 
received our 
discourteous, 
disclosed dij 
?nch circums 
-o far as 1 
absolutely m 
|dl civilised 
-cginning of 

At the sai 
^111 see, th( 
^aconsistent 
i’Jvcn to the 
■‘latcment to 
Pared the tw< 
33 o 


Approved For Release 2003/02/27 : CIA-RDP80B01676R000900070003-5 


. */U 3 

‘hat I am not pre. 
Jss those matters in th,. 
=asy-and I am not com 
he right hon. Genticm?' 
■»Ply that all is not well 
wer him. because I could 
n cither generally or m 
Jisclosing matters which 

s not the practice and it' 

‘ le practice \o discuss 
■enly in the Ho&e. and T 
to break that precedent 

■ be clear that it n\st b^’ 
-retion of MinisteX t 
■ters. Only the 
iscretion in this part^. 

3lute. It should be clea 

: 'hat the Minister can^ 
casons for his decision 
were to disclose his 
he disclosing what he i 
lary itself to the public 

ly the position in this fl 
=forc on this particula? 

“"“ih® House ^ 
not one word more to 
ed on Wednesday. But 
liniment on the second 
icnt which r made in 
-ck and to which the i 

^an referred. I 

exceptional course of j 
it what was done was 
' of Her i 

■Jnat, of course, in- f 

fty s Ministers and all 1 

■r. We all know, in | 

ons are taken by scr- 
for which the autho- 
= not asked and, of j 

Iways be so in any | 

■ as ours today. The ■ 

n is perfectly correct ^ 

hese occasions it is ; 

tlut Ministers of the \ 

^cly, are responsible ^ 

= actions of officials, * 

^ore I departed from j 

and I think that ^ 

-haps — if I may say 
more of this topic ? 

right hon. Gentle- 
instance there were 
which, I judged. . ‘ 

state that what fW i 
thought to bav6 ff ^ 
done without the j| s 


Approved For Release 2003/02/27 : Cl 

I The Case of 

f At that time my colleagues and I had 

* important discussions 

wilh the Soviet leaders. Wc were c(^! 
1 Pl^'^'yn/ware of any episode of Xs 

i i ‘‘li • clear publi^ 

doubt would inevitably have been th own 
I "" ‘he.s'nt-'erity of our position dur^g 
j those discussions. That is a very serS 
I and a very exceptional situation but it 
I '"the House wh™ on tha 
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It has been suggested^and this wac 
another point which the right hon 
Gentleman made - and it k 

! SrnfthTkouse'o^^^ 

j holding bT4 informatiroFSTh^ 

I ^°meTsTnglf oTf T **'® O^ce 

j myself approved the answer to the^Soviet 
Government on Wednesday morning Of 
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irown V, ^ Parliamentary Answer. 
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[ 9.2 p.m. 

' 1 s^^hk hi (Bassetlaw) : May 
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[Mr. BellengerJ 
I House what that action was to be. We 

I . may be stopped from questioning the 
I Prime Minister, I understand, because of 

i public security considerations, but surely 

I Parliament has a right to ask the Prime 

I Minister whether he is acting rightly in 

I taking disciplinary action against some 

J person or persons unknown. 

i - After all. Parliament is the protector 
I of the individual, and. for all we know, 

I the Prime Minister may be making a 

I mistake, as the Government has done 

'i before, notably in the Burgess and 

I Maclean case, which to a certain extent 

I disclosed similar errors of judgment on 

the part of officials, and Parliament has 
no method of redress. All that can 
! happen is that a committee of Privy 

■i Councillors is set up, some whitewashing 

5 statement is made and Parliament has to 

accept it. 

1 do not want to question the Prime 
Minister any more than my right hon. 
Friend the Member for Leeds. South (Mr. 
Gaitskell) did about the public security 
issue. What I say to the Prime Minister 
is this. Haying been in charge of a 
Service Department myself. I should like 
to know whether he is quite sure that 
f Ministers, and Service Ministers particu- 

I larly, have complete control over their 

I Secret Service, their Intelligence, as he 

I led us to believe in what he said tonight. 

I should not be at all surprised if Service 
? Ministers, in particular, do not know what 

:! their Intelligence does. Yet they are 

i lasked to take complete responsibility, 

even to signing for the expenditure of 
these secret service sections of their 
j Departments, without knowing one iota 

•j of what is happening. 

J If we are to have a Secret Service, 

i; surely it should be secret. In this case, 

;1 St has been nothing of the sort : the news- 

4 papers have been allowed to speculate, 

j The Prime Minister may say we would 

j surely not ask him to exercise any control 

over the public Press. He asks Parlia- 
ment to be discreet; why does he not 
? fisk thg newspapers to act in the same 

^ way? Every morning, as the Prime 

Minister knows, there is a conference at 
the Foreign Office which journalists are 
able to attend and question the official 
I spokesmen. . Why, therefore, can the 

Prime Minister, or somebody else, not 
I make sure that not only is Parliament 
j stopped from pursuing these matters fully, 
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but, also, that some restraint is exercised 
by the public Press, especially the popular 
Press, which may do a great deal of 
damage to international and national 
security? 

Obviously, we cannot pursue this matter ^ 
further by asking the Prime Minister to 
divulge what actually did happen ; butj 
in spite of what he said, the public are 
disturbed at something happening which 
ought not to have happened, and the 
public is further of the opinion — as. I 
think, are many hon. Members of this 
Committee — that neither the Prime 

Minister nor his Departmental Ministers 
have over the Secret Service that control ! 
which Parliament voting the money i 
would expect. 

I would, therefore, ask the Prime ? 

Minister whether he can take some action \ 
to ensure that bureaucrats and public j 

officials do not cut right across the policy j 
of' the Government of the day and cause | 
international tension, as might have been 
possible in this case, which has enabled | 
the Soviet Government to hold this , 
country and Her Majesty’s Government j 
up to ridicule. 

9.7 p.m. 

Sir Patrick Spens (Kensington. South): | 

I want to say a few words tonight on i 
the constitutional aspect of this debatei ! 
1 am old enough, and I have been long i 

enough a Member of the House, to have i 

been present on many an occasion when i 
the House desired to get informatiort 
from Ministers of the Crown and the 
Ministers claimed they were quite unable 
to answer on the ground of public 
security. Time after time, when that has 
happened, that has been an end of the 
matter. This is the first time in niy i 
experience that a responsible Opposition 
has, through a most responsible leader, 
in a most responsible speech, none ihC j 
less done what I consider to be a most / 
irresponsible thing. It has followed the S 
line which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bassetlaw (Mr. Bellengcr) 
condemns in the Press. It has tried m 
get information on a matter of public 
seeurity by baiting the Prime 
by a series of questions. 

I very nearly rose on a point of ordet 
when the debate began, because 1 believe 
that this debate is contrary to all out 
precedents. I do not believe that cvet 
before, when a solemn answer has been 
given on one day of the week that w 
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[Mr. Dugdale.]. . . ^ 

The Prime Minister says that the First 
Lord of the Admiralty did not know. 
Naturally. I accept the Prime Minister’s 
word for it, but that is a deplorable state 
of affairs when it is the First Lord of the 
Admiralty who has to make political 
decisions, if he has to do anything at all 
in the Admiralty. Surely he should be 
the person to make the decision. 

How do we know that the naval officers 
at Portsmouth did know about it? Com- 
mander Crabb asked to borrow equip- 
ment from H.M.S. “Vernon” and he 
was refused. It was said there, “We 
shall not lend you the equipment ”. 
Obviously, he wanted to get accommoda- 
tion of the most convenient character, 
ani naturally, he would have stayed in 
an Admiralty establishment, or else in a 
private house belonging to an officer of 
the Admiralty, if he could, but the 
Admiralty did not want him to do so, 
and the Commander-in-Chief, Ports- 
mouth, did not want him to. So he had 
to resort to this extraordinary business of 
staying in an hotel, and signing the 
register, while his companion signed it 
with the wrong name. 

If the Commander-in-Chief, Ports- 
mouth, had really wanted this to take 
place, surely he would have given some 
help to Commander Crabb. Apparently, 
no help was given. If he did not want it 
to take place he would have conveyed his 
disapproval to the Admiralty. It seems 
very strange that one of the high rank 
of the Commander- jn-Chief, Portsmouth, 
should not be able somehow or another 
to reach a member of the Board of 
Admiralty. I cannot understand where 
the stoppage took place en route, but. 
apparently, there was a stoppage some- 
where, and, apparently, the information 
never reached the Board of Admiralty. 

These are some of the things for which 
we condemn the Government. 1 do not 
say we want to know about them. We 
shall not ask any questions about them. 
[Hon. Members : “ Oh. no.*’] We will 
not. However, we do ask the Prime 
Minister to see that the Admiralty and 
the Secret Service are reorganised in 
such a way that these things do not occur 
again. Plainly, there has been a stoppage 
in the flow of information which should 
have flowed to the top. where decision 
lies, and it is the responsibility of the 


The right hon. Gentleman says he 
is not responsible for the details of Secret 
Service work. Of course he is not, and 
we do not want to ask him ques:ions 
about them, but we do say he haf the 
responsibility for choosing the ^ ople 
who should be at the top of the Secret 
Service, and we want to know that he 
has confidence in their judgment.; We 
want to know, in particular, that when he 
says that disciplinary action has: been 
taken it has been taken not against Junior 
people but against those at the tdr for 
failing to control those below them.. Per- 
haps these things have been done. 1 do 
not know. However, it seems tD me 
likely that they may not have been done, 

A few years ago there was a case which 
was called the Crichcl Down case It 
was a very different type of case, but as 
in this case a Minister was apparmtiy 
misled by his officials and got into a ireat 
deal of difficulty. He had the coursicto 
accept responsibility, and he resi-ned. 
His action was very creditable indeed and 
we on this side of the Committee rt^pcct 
him for it, as, I think, many hon. Fr inils 
of his opposite do. 

I think that the Prime Minister #f>uld 
have given us a very much dearer ex- 
planation, and that he must reassur: us. 
if we are to rest content with whiu he 
says, that steps are being taken lo 
reorganise both the Secret Service and 
the Admiralty that this sort of thin> can 
never happen again. 

9.19 p.m. 

Lieut.-Colonel J. K. Cordcaux (Nening' 
ham. Central): The right hon. Gentliman 
the Member for Bassetlaw (Mr. Bellfc ^ger) 
was deploring the publicity that this un- 
fortunate episode has obtained in 
Press. I am sure we all agree with him 
about that. However, I am sufu wc 
should not all agree with him when he 
suggests that it might have been ob^ ^atcd 
by a hint from Ministers. 1 think thm 
would have been deplored by ; 

The fault for ilmt publicU; h'- 
mainly. I am sorry to. say. with theu 'C* >■ 
bers of the various secret services con* 
cerned. 

In former times it was the first r^ ‘ fof 
all members of those services thiu the 
nature of their work must never bt dis* 
closed to another man or woma?. 
fact, it was their duty to car^ the Kcrch 
of their adventures and triumphs wnh 


Prime Minister to see that this sort of 
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. [Lieut. ^Colonel Cordeaux.1 ^ , 
of war. The spy — ^the secret agent it is 
better to call him — ^has remained and has 
always been the oldest of all weapons, 
indeed, dating from 3.400 years ago. as 
we can read in Joshua, Chapter 2: 

. Joshua the son of Nun sent out of 
Shittim two men to spy secretly. ...” 

For that reason. I am absolutely con- 
vinced that the Russians will attach very 
little importance to this episode. The 
tight hon. Member for Leeds, South said 
So in so many words. I think that the 
Russians will be very little irritated by 
it, just as they will not expect us to be 
particularly Jrritated by the episode of 
Burgess and Maclean. 

The two episodes were the same in 
that they were normal — I think I can use 
the word “normal”— use of espionage. 
They differed in that the Russian employ- 
ment of Burgess and Maclean was 
brilliantly successful, whereas our effort 
to inspect the hull of the Russian cruiser 
was not. They differed in another 
respect, namely, that the Russian Govern- 
ment did know of the employment of 
Burgess and Maclean, whereas my right 
lion. Friend the Prime Minister did not 
know of the employment of Commander 
Crabb. 

It is perfectly obvious that the Russians 
have neither the right, nor are they likely 
Jo object — do not think that that is 
putting it too high: — even in their hearts 
to what has happened. This un- 
fortunate episode is, therefore, not in the 
least likely in any way to impair the 
Value of the Russian visit to this country, 
hor in any way to detract from the magni- 
ficent job which my right hon. Friend 
Jhe Prime Minister has done, not merely 
in organising that visit, but in the 
brilliant manner jn which he conducted 


face it in comradeship. The secret agejnt 
faces it alone. The soldier, the sailor 
and the airman face death willingly, Iwt 
death is the worst thing they face. To thi 
secret agent who is captured death is 
probably not to him the ultimate sacri^^ 
which he hopes to avoid, but the raercifil 
relief for which he prays. So I hope 
very much that though this unfortunate 
episode, the last in Commander Crabb s 
life, may be forgotten as soon as possible, 
he and his former record will never be 
forgotten. 

Mr. George Wigg (Dudley): If tfe 
obituary notice in The Times is to K* 
believed. Commander. Crabb rejoined 
Royal Navy over a year ago. So I jo a 
with my right hon. Friend the Member 
for Leeds, South (Mr. Gaitskeli) in payir^g 
a tribute to the memory of a very galljiit 
officer. 

When I listened to the concluding words 
of the Prime Minister I felt that fHs 
was a masterly exposition by a great 
Parliamentarian. The right hon. Gertie- 
man had control of the House and was 
saying to us that the national intep^t 
must be paramount but, over and above 
that, the one thing he wanted is to fct 
agreement with the Russians. That is 
the recipe of the Prime Minister tonig it, 
his excuse for trying to rescue bis 
from a diffitult position— [An Hon. 
Member: “Try to rescue yourself. ] 1 
shall come to that in a moment, with ao 
holds barred. 

Those noble words were not the words 
of the handout issued by the Conservat vc 
Party Central Office of his Perth spCicU 
last week. There the right hon. Ge$ne- 
man could not resist a cheap party 
The Prime Minister said: 


(he negotiations here. 

Finally. I want to add my tribute to the 
central figure of this operation. Who- 
ever may have employed Commander 
Crabb. he obeyed his orders, he was a 
patriot and he was a brave man. In 
paying my tribute to him I would like to 
think that I am also paying it to all the 
thousands of other men of his profession, 
the other agents who have served and 
died for this country. 


The secret agent in war, though not 
always in peace, is the bravest man of 
all. The ordinary soldier, sailor and 
liirman face danger willingly, but they 


“ To be strong you do not need to be ly • 
to be firm, you do not need to be rude. 

There, of course, the Prime Minister v/as 
not talking about Anglo-Soviet relati‘>J^s 
as something that transcended even 
national interest ; the right hon. Gep e* 
man was seeking to make party capitl- 
the possible level. 1 Uti ndl €- ^ 

plain of that but. of course, if the 
hon. Gentleman says that at Perth -aJ 
then makes the peroration that he 
tonight, perhaps I shall be forgiven a 
thought passes through vrv mmd— ts 
an able Parliamentarian ' ; he is ajse a 
complete humbug. 
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lie does \ f as sincerely as 

about the statc^oMhe^d^if coni^rned 
country. I bdieve o^r h ^is 
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as I watch the continuous stream of nro- 

thl^A^rf poured out. that 

the Admiralty is fighting a rearguard 
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10 justify the Admiralty view that is 
being put across to the public that the 
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jeopardy, for decisions as to how defence 
expenditure is to be made is a matter 
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fore, from every point of view this opSt 
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[Sir J. Hutchison.] , 

It seems to me that the Russian leaders 
have treated the incident in its proper pro- 
portion. It is true that a protest was 
made and an apology was sent, but they 
appear to be much more prepared to 
allow the matter to fade into the back- 
ground where it belongs than are our 
Press and the Opposition tonight. The 
longer this matter goes on the more 
chance is there of friction being developed 
— international friction which, I believe, 
both sides of the House are anxious to 
dispel. 

There is no doubt that the visit of the 
two Russian leaders did good. In this 
matter protocol has been followed pro- 
perly in the relationship and the mes- 
sages which have passed between the two 
countries. Is it for this reason that one 
of the newspapers was able to write that 
Marshal Bulganin and Mr. Khrushchev 
were too pleased with the London visit 
to make an issue out of this curious and 
unexpected lapse? That is the answer, 
I think, to the right hon. Gentleman who 
was so worried, in the speech which we 
listened to this evening, as to whether in 
fact international friction had been 
created. 

Mr. Chapman : Did not the Prime Min- 
ister end by saying that what he cared 
for most was that this matter should not 
disturb international relations and. there- 
fore, on that account, refused to talk 
about the matter any further? 

Sir J. Hutchison : 1 am saying that that 
that is the proper way to treat it. The 
more we argue about a thing like this 
the more we tend to upset international 
relations. 

The other reason why I think that this 
matter should be treated with restraint 
and, indeed, with oblivion is that this 
thirst for unusual and rather obscure 
knowledge docs nothing but harm to the 
Secret Service itself. Either we have a 
Secret Service or we do not. If we are 
going to have one, do not let us go on 
trying to persuade it to do a sort of strip- 
tease act and cast aside one veil after 
another. The methods and organisation 
of the Secret Service are very important 
matters, and the more we discuss and 
probe them, the more we tend to reveal, 
as would have happened if my right hon. 
Friend had been led on a little further, 
and that does nothing but damage to the 
service. We are making the task of 
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those who are serving and those en gaged 
on a delicate and sometimes dangerous 
task all the more difficult. Disci ission 
and limelight can do nothing but larm, 
and limelight is the very last thinf that 
any one employed in this sort of work 
could possibly want to have. 

What good, then, is this debate ^oing 
to do? If it was a question of showing 
up gaucherie — and there has been 
gaucherie — that has been noted and will 
be put right. If it was disciplinary i^ction 
that was wanted that has already been 
announced, and surely the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept that if disciplinary 
action is used it will be used on ihV 
person on whom it should fall aftd not 
on some one else. [An Hon. Mei^bur: 

“ Which one?'"] There can be no pur- 
pose in using disciplinary action ir any 
other way. If. on the other hand, the 
purpose is to dimmish the stature cf the 
Prime Minister, the debate has failed, or 
if hon. Gentlemen opposite are seeking 
for another Minister’s head on a charger 
then the debate will equally have f illed. 
There can be no good purpos: in 
deepening this probe any further. Mid 1 
hope that the matter will be allow^:d to s 
fade into oblivion. 

9.44 p.m. 

Mr, R. H, S. Crossman (Coventry, 
East) : I think that the best answer -’iven 
to the hon. Member for Scotstoun (Ssr J. 
Hutchison) was given by his hon. and 
gallant Friend the Member for Nouing- 
ham. Central (Lieut.-Colonel Cordciux). j 
I think that my right hon. and hon. 
Friends will agree with me when 1 say 
that it is no disparagement of them to 
say that no speech was more full of mi- 
mate, expert knowledge. Here was S’lmc- t 
one who knew what he was talking about, ^ 
someone very close to Intelligence who 
could be spendidly frank, splendidly i idis* 
creet and really tell the Prime Miristcr 
what was wrong. We need only to read i 
that speech in Hansard tomorrow U set* 
the very serious problems which 
raised, and they are not to do, as th; 
hon. and gallant Member rightly b’- 
with tha Seeret Sofvleo. 

I want to concentrate on the part 
played by the Admiralty in this 
My hon. Friend the Member for pc -1-7 
(Mr. Wigg) partly raised this point * i 
I want to go on from where he left Ot- 
With regard to the communique o| 

April, is it really said that the First 
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I of ihc Admiralty or the gentlemen down 
I here did not know about it? Is it said 
I that they had absolutely no knowledge of 
I j[, and that it is the sort of thing for 
' which, if one has no knowledge of it, one 
i rtfuscs responsibility? 

I can appreciate refusing responsibility 
I for an act of the Secret Service, but I 
. cannot understand shelving the respon- 
f sibility for issuing a public communique 
I which has been proved to be a lie, a 
j deceit, issued by the Admiralty in grave 

j contradiction to what had been stated to 
‘ the Russian visiting admiral. This is not 
I a question of the Secret Service, but either 
; of the incompetence or lies of Ministers. 

I Either they did not know that the com- 
munique was being issued and the services 
f trusted them so little that even at that 
late hour they did not inform the Minister 
of the disasters going on, ostensibly 
under their responsibility, or they knew 
and they were not telling the whole truth. 

I must say that the more I heard in 
this unctious debate about national and 
1 international safety, the more I gravely 
I suspected that there were some party 
; interests being defended. I began to 
I suspect that when the Prime Minister 
I took over the matter. It was a very 
; convenient way to prevent questions 
i being put to representatives of the 
j Admiralty who might have defended 
I Ihcmselves very much worse than the 
I Prime Minister who, whatever his other 
defects, is a brilliant Parliamentarian. 

I His was a magnificent performance. He 
j thought only of international interests. 

^ J Gentleman never 

i considering the problem of 

r the First Sea Lord, the First Lord of the 
* Admiralty, the Civil Lord or the Parlia- 
I mentary Secretary to the Admiralty 
: Nothing to do with them. The right hon, 

! Gentleman was thinking solely in terms 
of international interests. He was not 
thinking about the unfortunate Home 
Secretary. What has it got to do with 
Anglo-Russian interests to discover that 
I those four pages were torn out of the 
J legister? Nothing whatever. Have we 
, heard why the police went to the hotel? 

^ No, this is all in the realm of interna- 
tional interest. But it is not at all. 

.1 support one. other thing said by the 
: hon. Gentleman opposite. I think it is 
very hard lines on people who work in 
secret departments. When something 
goes wrong they are blamed. If this 
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business had gone right, would there ; 
have been all this talk of disciplinary 
action? Supposing that Commander 
Crabb had come back safely from the ; 
mission, should we then have had the 
pflme Minister outraged by whtit he had 
done? What odious hypocrisy. There 
would have been medals for success, but 
when there is a slip-up, and Ministers 
are in trouble, then we have all the 
security and all the hocus-pocus about “ I 
cannot tell you.” Because somebody who 
IS a politician and also an official is in 
trouble, the cover-up starts. 

I think that the people of this country 
have a perfect right, when they suspect 
something as dirty as that, to express 
their anxieties. Of course, we cannot 
ultimately know the truth, but is it really 
the Opposition’s fault that this matter 
has come to light? There has been a 
deluge of publicity on the Secret Service 
from the Admiralty, The Admiralty did 
that and the Prime Minister then contra- 
dieted the Admiralty and made matters 
worse confounded by giving his own 
peculiar version of his own self-sacrifice- 
He said that if any Minister had known, 
if any responsible civil servant had 
known, they would never have dreamt of 
allowing this to happen. I wonder. 

We have lived for a long period in the 
cold war. Speeches have been made in 
this House describing the Russians as the 
enemy, and saving that there is no possi- 
bility of negotiating with them. Speeches 
vyere made by the Prime Minister, a short 
time ago, describing as appeasement what 
he is now doing. For years we have lived 
in an atmosphere in which the idea of 
treating the Russians not as an enemy 
to be spied on was positively disloyal. I 
cannot find it surprising that some mem- 
bers of the Secret Service have not caught 
up with the change of front of the Govern- 
ment, which, suddenly, is all enamoured 
of negotiation. 

I can remember the time when the 
right hon. Member for Woodford (Sir 
W. Churchill) first suggested a high-level 
conference and his Tory colleagues 
howled him down and tried to sabotage 
the inference. They succeeded in pre- 
venting us having a conference for years^ 
[Hon. Members: “Nonsense.”] I sus- 
pect^ that some members of the Secret 
&r vice, and possibly some high officials 
in the Admiralty, are just a bit old- 
fashioned. They are still jiving in the 
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: [Mr. CrossmanJ 

cold war and taking seriously the direcr 
tive of the Tory Government when they 
came to power. Even some of my col- 
leagues have constantly told me that the 
Russians must be regarded simply and 
solely as enemiess of civilisation who 
understand nothing but the language of 
strength, and with whom it is hopeless 
to believe that the word “ peace ” is pos- 
sible. If that is true, what is wrong with 
sending frogmen under their cruisers? If 
it is not true, some hon. Members oppo- 
site will have to withdraw thousands of 
words they have been speaking in the last 
ten years. 

Mr. Cyril Osborne (Louth) : Surely the 
hon. Member will agree that in the last 
three years there has been a change of 
Government in Russia and a different 
policy there. 

Mr, Crossman ; The hon. Member and 
I are iii surprising agreement on this sub- 
ject. We probably agree with the 
right hon. Member for Woodford who 
tells us that the Russians ought to join in 
the spirit of N.A.T.O. The hon. Member 
and I agree at the moment, but other hon. 
Members opposite will only agree two 
years later. That is the point I am 
making. He and I have gone far on this 
subject, but the Prime Minister was not 
one of the advance guard, nor were the 
other right hon. and hon. Members on the 
Front Bench. They were by no means in 
the advance guard, and it ill becomes 
thern to rebuke members of the Civil 
Service who just do not understand the 
new world of international co-operation 
in which the Prime Minister so fervently 
believes. 

If the Prime Minister believes that it 
was outrageous to send that frogman 
then there are one or two other 
outrageous things which he might 
polish up at the same time. We 
seem to be still scared stiff of the Russians 
disarming for fear they might be tricking 
us into something. If it is really a crime 


to send a frogman underneath their ;hips ' 
and the'. Prime Minister has dismissed i 
those who are responsible, 1 begin to see 
other .changes which might be mac e in 
our foreign policy. If they are now our 
friends, I hope there will be full sunoort 
for the speech of the right hon. Mernber 
for Woodford at Aachen, but I have not 
heard a word of support from the Prime 
Minister for that. The Prime Minster 
says that we must treat the Russiar s as 
allies in the noble venture of resisting 
aggression all round. If that is the Prime 
Minister’s new spirit, 1 see great b^’gin- 
nings in this debate — but, of course, 1 do 
not believe a word of it. I know that this 
is a cover-up. I know perfectly weH that 
if it had been successful and the whole 
affair had not leaked out, no disciplinary 
action would have been taken whatever. 

I know that this is merely the blundering 
of a politician in the Admiralty. [Hon. 
Members And the First Lord ”.I We 
will not mention the First Lord. 

That is the whole problem ; that is why 
we have all these solicitudes for inter- 
national relations in order to cover up 
one of the biggest bungles ever comm tied 
by a Service Department. 

Mr. Gaitskell : To mark our disapproval 
of what the hon. and gallant Membej for 
Nottingham. Central (Lieut.-CoLincl 
Cordeaux) so well described as “ this ill- 
conceived and unhappy operation,” and 
in protest against the Prime Minis:er*s 
complete refusal to answer any of our 
questions, many -of which, in our opinion 
at least, could well have been answered 
without endangering public security at all, 
we shall be obliged to divide the 
Committee. 

I beg to move. That Class 1, Vat.* 4. 
Treasury and Subordinate Departments, 
and Navy Estimates, Vote 12. Admiralty 
Office, be reduced by £5. 

Question put. That a sum not exceet mg 
£15 be granted for the said Service 

The Committee divided : Ayes . 229, 
Noes 316. 
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Boyd-Carpenler, Rt. Hon. j. a. 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Braino, B. R. 
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Wall, Major Patrick 

Ward, Hon. George (Worcester) 
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Waterhouse, Capt. Rt. Hon. (J, 
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Webbe, Sir H. 
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Original Question again proposed. 

It being after Ten o'clock and objection 
being taken to further Proceedings, The 
Chairman left the Chair to report Pro- 
gress and ask leave to sit again. 


Wills, G- (Bridgwater) 
Wilson, Geoffrey (Truro> 
Wood, Hon. R, 

Woollam, John Victor 
Yates, William (The Wrekln) 

tellers for the NOES : 
Mr. Heath aad Mr. Calbraitb. 


Coi^iltee report Progress : 
again Tomorrow. 


to sit 


PENSIONS (INCREASE) BILL 

Lords Amendments considered. 

Clause 1.— (Increase of pensions 
SPECIFIED IN First Schedule.) 
Lords Amendments : In page 2, line 
14. leave out from “ is ” to end of line 16. 

**«Pnty-Speakcr (Sir Charles 
MacAiidrcw) ; All these Amendments are 
privileged, and I direct that a Special 
Entry be made m the Journals. 

10,8 p.m. 

The Financial Secretaiy to the 
Treasn^ (Mr. Hemy Brooke) : I beg to 
move. That this House doth agree with 
ihc Lords m the said Amendment. 

This and the next Amendment, in line 

?7 L “ the » in 

line 37. which is consequential on it, deal 
with a small point which I hope will be 
received as an improvement to the Bill. 

of a dependent 
ch Id, which IS important in connection 
with pension rights of widows under 40 
and women pensioners in their own rieht 

it 1=“‘ to 

House, a dependent child, it over 16, had 
to be receiving full-time education or in- 
struction for a trade, and, in addition. 
thMe conditions had to have been satis- 

rtLt' ^ i Vi"®* to child reached 
me age of 16. 

^ where a boy left 
Khwl at 16 let us say, and worked from 

^ period of three 
yc4ts training from the age of 18 to 21 
i\wir'eh the Bill left this 
I?*® “letor would not be able to 

durin^th^.®®'® “pension increase 
during that period when her son was 
between 18 and 21. - It ivould seem to be 
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very bad luck if that were to happen. i<>nd 
that is why I suggest that this Ub'ds 
Amendment is an improvement in h6 

BllJ, 

The Amendment removes the condi- 
tion that the full-time education or tr&in- 
ing ipnst have subsisted at all times sir c» 
the child became 16. The cost of acce )N 
mg this Amendment will be negligible. 
Ihere will be very few cases, but I thiik 
It will remove a tiny imperfection in the 
iJJll If the Amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Glenvil Hall (Colne Valley) * I 
need add very little to what the right he n. 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary has 
said. He was good enough to give nie 
advance notice of these particular 
Amendments and their effects. I must 
say that I and my hon. Friends have 
looked at these Amendments and v/e 
heartily agree with the changes whkh 
nave been made in another place. 
accept them without question. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Clause 8.— (Powers to increase 

OTHER PENSIONS.) 

Lords Amendment: In page 8. line 3<> 
after areas” to insert “in respect rf 
certain service 

; I beg to move. That 
mis House doth agree with the Lords in 
the said Amendment. 

This, and the next two Amendments, 
raise a different point, but one on which I 
trust the House will be all the more will- 
ing to waive Privilege when I mention 
attention before 
I?® House. My hon. Friend 

the Member for Yeovil (Mr. Peyton). Id 
a speech on Third Reading, drew atten- 
tion to the possibility that certain Indian 
pensioners might be excluded from the 
operation of the Bill rather unfairly. 
Clearly, at that stage, it was not possible 
to do anything, about it here, but I gave 
an undertaking that the Government 
would examine the position. It was as 
a result of that that the Amendments 
were agreed to in another place. 

The ^int at issue is this. Previously, 
tinder the Bill as it left this House, if 
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